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holy, anrighteous, and damnable. 
yanciation is endorsed by the gentleman from Mas- 

sachusetts, who, in 1819, declared that our title to 

the Del Norte was as perfect as to the island of 

New Orleans. : 

~ Mr. ADAMS, I never said that our title was 

goo to the Rie del Norte from its mouth to its 

source. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. I fully understand the points 
of the gentleman’s denial. He denies that he 
claimed the Del Norte all the way to its source. 1 
know nothing of his mental reservations. He 
claimed the Del Norte as the boundary, without 
specifying how far it extended up the river. He 
will not deny this fact, for I have the official evi- 
dence over his own signature. I[t is true I cannot 
prove the handwriting, for it is printed in the 
State Papers, and is his celebrated despatch to Don 
Onis, the Spanish Minister. 

Mr. ADAMS. I wrote that despatch as Secre- 
tary of State, and endeavored to make out the best 
ease | could for my own country, as it was my 
duty. But I utterly deny that 1 claimed the Rio 
de] Norte in its whole extent. I only claimed it as | 
the line a short distance up, and then took a line 
northward, some distance from the river. 


Mr. DOUGLASS. Will the gentleman specify | 


the point from which his line left the river? 

Mr. ADAMS. I never stated the point. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. Was it above Matamoras? 

Mr. ADAMS. IL never specified any particular 

ont. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. 
which the gentleman refers. 
near to the gorge of the mountains, certainly more 
than one hundred miles above Matamoras. 


the position occupied by General Taylor opposite 
Matamoras, and every inch of the grownd upon 
which an American soldier has planted his foot, 
were clearly within our own territory as claimed 
by him in 1839. Iam not now to be diverted from 


the real point at issue by tracing the line beyond |, 


which our army has marched. My present object 
is to repel the calumnies which have been uttered 
against our Government for the purpose of putting 
our country in the wrong in the existing war. I 
have exposed these calumnies by reference to the 


acts and admissions of our accusers, by which | 


they have asserted our title at least as high up as 
we have taken possession. The President had 
ordered the army no further than Congress had 
extended our laws. Ihave shown that the coun- 
try in dispute has constituted one congressional 
election district in Texas since 1836; that its citi- 
zens engaged in the war of the revolution; that 


they participated in the convention which formed | 


the constitution of the republic, and also the State 
constitution, that the same country is within a sen- 


atorial district for the State of Texas, and has a | 
Senator residing within it; that it forms a part of || 
one of the districts for electing members to the | 


Congress of the United States; and that it is inclu- 
ded in our revenue districts for the collection of 
tariff duties, and has officers of the customs resi- 
ding within it. 

In view of all these facts, I submit it to the ean- 
dor of every honest man, whether the President 
did not do his duty, and nothing but his duty, when 
he ordered the army to the Rio del Norte. Should 


he have folded his arms, and allowed our citizens | 


to be murdered and our territory to be invaded 
with impunity? Have we not forborne to act of- 
fensively until our forbearanée is construed into 
cowardice, and is exciting contempt from those to- 
wards whom we have exercised our magnanimity? 
W e havea long list of grievances—a long catalogue 
of wrongs to be avenged. The war has commenced, 
and he who is not on the side of our country must 
necessarily be a traitor to it. I had trusted and 
hoped that there would be no anti-war party, after 
War was once declared. But I am particularly mor- 


tified to see one of those who were ready to go to || 
ey for Oregon, arranging himself on the side of | 
the enemy, when our country is invaded on another | 


side of the Union. To me, our country, and all 
MS parts, are one and indivisible. I would rally 
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And this de | 


I have heard of this line to | 
It followed a river | 


Con- | 
sequently, taking the gentleman on his own claim, | 


a 


TUESDAY, MAY 19, 1846. 


under her standard for the defence of one portion 
as soon as the other—the South as soon as the 
Nerth: for Texas as soon as Oregon. And I will 
here now do my southern friends the justice to say, 
that I firmly believe, and never doubted, that if 
war had arisen out of the Oregon question, when 

orce declared, they would have stood shoulder to 
shoulder by me, as firmly as I shall by them in 

this Mexican war. When the Oregon issuc comes, 

I have no fears of the result. 

Mr. ADAMS. I thought I understood the gen- 
tleman, some time ago, to be for 54° 40", and to 
tell his southern friends that he wanted no dodging 
on the Oregon question. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. Sir, I was for 54° 40', and 
am as ready to fight for that line as the Del Norte. 
My patriotism is not of that kind which would 
lead me to vo to war to enlarge one section of the 
Union out of mere hatred and vengeance towards 
the other. I know of no sections in this respect; 
and while I did complain of some of my southern 
friends on the Oregon question, 1 never doubted 
their patriotism when war was actually declared. 
But, since the gentleman from Massachusetts has 
referred to the Oregon question, I wish to call his 
attention to one of his wise sayings on that sub- 
ject, and see if he will not apply it to Texas as 
well as Oregon. He told us that he went for the 
policy of the great Frederick in regard to Silesia. 
He was for taking possession first, and negotiating 
afterwards. According to the gentleman’s own 
showing, that is precisely what Mr. Polk has done 
in regard to the country on the Del Norte. He 
certainly ought not to blame the President for act- 

| ing over one of his own maxims. ‘The President 
has taken possession, and has offered to negotiate, 
and gone so far as to send a Minister to Mexico 
for that purpose. For this he is abused also. He 
| is condemned alike for using the sword and the 
olive branch. His enemies object to his efforts for 
amicable adjustment as much as to the operations 
| of the army. All is wrong in their eyes. Their 
| country is always wrong, and our enemies in the 
|| right. It has ever been so. It was so in the last 
war. Then it was unbecoming a moral and re- 
ligious free people to rejoice at the suecess of our 
| arms. We were wrong in their estimation in the 
French indemnity case—in the Florida war—in all 
the Indian wars, and now in the Mexican war. I 
despair of ever seeing my country again in the 
right, if they are to be the oracles. 

Mr. WASHINGTON HUNT asked why, if 
that was the case, this Government had offered 
| compensation for the grant of the Rio Grande as 
| the boundary? 

Mr. DOUGLASS did not know (he said) that 
such an offer had heen made. 

Mr. HUNT said the offer was made by Mr. 
Shannon. a 

Mr. DOUGLASS said it was a secret that was 
not intrusted to the friends of the Administration. 

Mr. HUNT. Then the gentleman denies it? 
| Mr. DOUGLASS. Certainly not. I know no- 
| thing about and care nothing about it. I neither 
deny nor affirm things as to which I have no 
knowledge. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
did not deny that we had some claim to the coun- 
| try west of the Nueces, 

Mr. ADAMS. If the gentleman refers to me, I 

| deny the fact. 

Mr. DOUGLASS. I can prove it, sir, from 





|| the gentleman’s words, though they are not in his 


handwriting, being in print. In_ his letter to Don 
Onis he says: ‘* Well might Mr. Monroe and Mr. 


| §leans;’’ and this assertion the gentleman not on! 


| ties. The gentleman from Massachusetts had said, 
| in relation to Oregon, that he would take posses- 
sion first, and negotiate afterwards: and he should 
certainly not now blame Mr. Polk for following 
his advice in regard to Mexico. , 

Mr. ADAMS here made a remark, intimating 
that he was afraid the President would give up 
Oregon. 


«Mr. DOUGLASS hoped, he said, for the best. 


} 
t 





| £ Pinckney assert that our title to the Rio Grande 
| ‘del Norte was as good as to the island of New Or- 


made, but proved by a great number of authori- 
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He stood out for the whole, and believed that we 
should get it; and if for no other reason, because 
the British title had been demonstrated se clearly 
here, that the demands based upon it would not be 
acceded to by the American Congress. But what- 
ever became of Oregon, he would stand by Texas. 
He believed his country to be in the right. 

The centleman from Ohio has spoken of the ex- 
pense of the war. He (Mr. D.) was not cald- 
blooded enough to sit down and count the money 
which it might cost; nor would it be of any use, be- 
cause we were now in the war, ‘The object in 
holding out an exageerated iden of the expense of 
the war was, to destroy the credit of the country, 
and to paralyze its efforis. For the same reason, 
it was denounced as an unholy and damnable war. 

Mr. PAYNE here asked, whether the money 
which had been appropriate d for the obje ct was 
not already in the treasi y? 

Mr. DOUGLASS said there was money enough 
in the treasury to meet the present emergency. 

Mr. PAYNE said he so understood it, and he 
wished the fact to be known to the country. 

Mr. THURMAN took the floer, and on his 
motion the committee rose, and reported its action 
on the West Point Academy bill, and progress on 
the army bull. 

RELATIONS WITH MEXICO. 

A messace was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of J. K, Walker, 
his Private Secretary, informing the House that he 
had approved and siened the Mexican war bill. 

Also, the bill to increase the rank and file of 
the army. 

THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 

A message was received from the Senate, by A. 
Dickens, Esq., Secretary, informing the House 
that the Senate had passed the fortification bill, 
with certain amendments. 

On motion of Mr. McK AY, referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

And the House adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspay, May 14, 1846. 

A message was received from the Flouse of Rep- 
resentatives, announcing that said House had pass- 
ed a bill making appropriations for the — of 
the Military Academy for the year ending June 30, 
1846, in which the concurrence of the Senate was 
requested, 

Also, that the President of the United States had 
notified said House that he had signed the bill to 
increase the rank and file of the army of the United 
States; and also 

An “ Act providing for the prosecution of the 
existing war between the United States and the 
Republic of Mexico.’ 

Also, an act for the relief of Charles W. Bing- 
ley. 

The PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Post Office Department, in 
compliance with a resolution of the Senate, show- 
ing the number of letters and the amount of post- 
age,at the specified rates, for the month of October; 
which was read, and referred to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and ordered to be 
printed, 

The PRESIDENT also Jaid before the Senate 
a communication from the Department of War, 
transmitting, in compliance with a resolution of 
the Senate, the proceedings of a Court of Inquiry, 
in the case of Major J. W. Ripley, superintendent 
of the Seanad ureinry: which was laid on the 
table and ordered to be printed, together with the 
accompanying documents. 


PETITIONS. 


Mr. BERRIEN presented the memorial of the 
Macon and Western Railroad er asking 
to be allowed to import a quantity of railroad iron 
free of duty; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
memorial of Lewis G. De Russey, late a pay- 
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master in the army, praying to be released from a 
judement obtained against him by the United States 
’ blie money lost while in his eustody, 


by the exy losion of a: 


for certain pu 


teamboat. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columina, reported a Inll to provide a free 
4 the eastern branch of the river Po- 
tomac, inthe city of Washineton; which was read, 

i 


wid 


brdce acror 


pra sed toa second readine. 
Mr. SEVIER, from the Clommittee on (C‘om- 


merce, reported a bill relatine to the collection 
district of New Orlear ,~ and for other PUPPOses; 
which was read a first time 

NAVAL SERVICE. 


Mr. BREESE ask d the 


Senate to 


unanimous consent of 
bill to 
making appropriations for the naval service 
for the year 1846. 

Mr. EVANS inquired if notice had been given, 

Mr. BREESE said notice had not been riven, 
and he hoped that iity would he dispensed 
with, on account of the importance of the subject, 
and the condition of the 
prompt action 


} 
tine 


' 
the act 


introduce ea repeal a part of 


form 


country, which rendered 
sary. It should have 
moved as an amendment to the bill passed the day 
hefore yesterday, recoenisine the existence of war 
V th Mi K1CO, Mr. B. a d it would be recollected 
that the proviso of the appropriation bill, soucht 
to be repealed, limits the whole 


nece been 


pt rsonnel of the 
navy, except commissioned officers, to seven thou- 
rand five hundred men. By the &th of 
the bill recently passe d, the President of the Uni 

ted States is 


section 


authorized to cause to be completed 
all the public armed vessels now in 3, and 
t» purchase, or charter, ar 1, equip, and man, suc! 
may be found 
fit, or easily converted into armed vessels, 
for the publie service, and in 

may deem necessary for t! 

board, lake coast, and the ¢ neral defence of tl 


t] 
Now, (Mr. B. said,) it 


. must be appa 


proere 
1 

merchant vessels and teamboa ns 

suitabl 

LB | h ni ily rs as he 


protection of the sea 


country. 


rent to all that to do this, s ven thousand five hun- 
dred men are not sufficient—a much larcer force 
rr | ‘ ave baave . De } . . ‘ 
would be nece irv; but the President cannot pro 
vide it, as the number is limited by the proviso of 


the act this bill seeks to rene 
the time for 


He said he thoueht 
prompt, virorous and ene reetic action 
had arrived, and that not a moment’s unnecessary 


delay should intervene 


' ' 
~inorder to etiect thre 
tnmerce Was 


Our « 
wedations, and light 


conte mplate d by that section. ; 
now Expo ed to de} cruisers 
should be fitted out immediate ly for its protection. 
He hoped there would be no delay in passing the 
bill, but that it would vo throuch all the forms this 
day. 

After some remarks from Mr. YULEE 


Mr. BR. said hye h id ul de r tood that the Secre- 
tary of the Navy had said he could get alone for 


the present with the law 


this did not satisfy him. 
at such a time 


He said 
| long’? merely 
as this would not do. The most 
tic action was required, 
and it was forty-seven days yet before the law ex- 
pire d,in which time the war should be half over. 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, would sugeest 
that the best ld | let the bill 
its appropriate committee, as th 

time for action, 

Mr. YULEE said there w for 
action on the bill to-day. The Naval Committes 
would probably report to-morrow on this subject. 

Nr. MANGUM thou rhit thre re Was ho nec silty 
for any such instantaneous action, and thoug!it the 


as it now stood, 
** Getting al 
nt, and enere 


. “as ns 
pronapt, efi i 


course wou d hye to roto 


re would he ainple 


ho necessity 


true and proper course would be to refer it. "The 
pro} 

s« n iter could scarce ly ‘ xy t to pa the bill with 

out investigation, and if it was permitted to so to 


its appropriate committee, he 
objection to its introduction. 

Mr. WESTCOTT quire d of the Senator 
Illinois if the only restriction as to the number of 
seamen to be ¢ mploye d was to be found in the act 
of 1845? Was there not a prior law? 

Mr. BREESE replied, there was not; that 
the only law on the subject. 

Mr. J. M. CLAYTON hoped that the Senator 
from [linois would consent to let the bill pass over 
to-day. The committee could report immediately. 
As for himself, he was well satisfied that the lim- 
itations of the existing law oucht to be repealed. 
‘There was no reason why the service should be 
limited to seven thousand five hundred men. But 


} 
would miler} se no 


from 


was 
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he was not willing to act with precipitation when 
the re was not the shadow of anology for doing so, 
Would not the object of the Senator from Hlinois 
he perfectly met even if the bill were referred as 
usual? He hoped, therefore, that the reference 
would be allowed without objection. 

Mr. WEBSTER inquired if the eighth section 
of the aet, to which the Senator from Illinois had 
alluded, did not authorize the President to man the 
ships? 

Mr. BREESE replied, it did; but it must neces- 
understood to from the present 
That act did not intend to in- 
crease the standing force of the navy. But whether 
this is so or not, (he said.) there was at least doubt 
about it, and this bill would remove all doubt. 

The bill was then read twice by unanimous con- 
cent, and referred to the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs. 

The bill from the House making appropriation 
for the Military Academy at West Point, was read 
a first and second time by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

A joint resolution from the House of Represent- 
atives to a clerical error in the bill to sup- 
ply certain deficiencies of appropriations, was read 
three times and passed, 

The resolution offered by Mr. BAGBY ye ster- 


day was acreed to. 


sarily be mean 


number of seamen 


correct 


SALARIES OF JUDGES IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. SPEIGHT moved to take up the motion 
to reconsider the vote on ordering the bill to estab- 
lish courts of the United States in Florida, and to 
provide for the due execution of the laws of the 
United States in 
third reading. 

\Ir. S. said he had moved its reconsideration at 
the sue “lori- 
da, whose object, he believed, was to move for an 
increase of the salary of the judges. 

1 the belief that the sala- 


that State, to be envrossed for a 
restion of one of the Senators from 


Mr. YOULEE expressed 
ries fixed at $1400 were wholly inadequate to the 
services which these officers would have to per- 
form, and expressed his fears that competent tal- 
ent could not be procured for such a Hie 
honed to be able to increase it at least to $7800. 

Mr. WESTCOTT also advocated an increase of 
the salaries of the judges with much zeal, and said 
the state in which the country was placed by ex- 
isting events would render a judge of extended 


sum. 


legal knowledge and acquirements particularly ne- 
cessary at Ney West. 

Mr. ATCHISON said it was understood, when 
the motion was made to reconsider, that it would 
be rewarded as atest and if the 
agreed to do so, that then a motion would be made 
the salaries to $1800. Hewas oppos d 
to the reconsideration. 


vote; Senate 


to increase 


The vote having been taken, it was decided in 
the negative: Yeas 12, nays 20. 

CLAIMS OF NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

Mr. ATHERTON moved to take up the bill to 
settle claims of New Hampshire against the Uni- 
ted States; which motion was agreed ta, and the 
auestion was taken on the passage of the hill by 
veas and n ‘ys, and decided in the affirmative, as 


follows: 


YRAS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atehison, Atherton, Ben- 
ton, Breese, Bright, Calhoun, Cameron, Chalmers, Colquitt, 
Dix, Houston, Jenness, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of 


Louisiana, Lewis, MeDuffie. Niles, Pennvbacker., Ruek, 
Sevier, Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, Webster, Westcott, 
Woodbridge, 


and Yules 0, 
NAV S—Mesers. Archer, Berrien. Thomas Clavton, John 
M. Clayton, Corwin, Davis, Davton, Evens, Huntington, 
Jarnagin, Wanguin, Miller, Morehead, and Pearce—14. 

On motion of Mr. DUX, the bill to organize a 
any of sappers, miners, and pontoniers, was 
taken up in committee of the whole, when 

Mr. D. mat the Senate coneur in the 
amendment hy the FElouse: which motion 
the bill was passe d. 


com 
moved t 
m ide 


prevailed, and 


MOUNTED RIFLE REGIMENT. 


Mr. D. then moved to take up the bill to raise a 
mounted regiment of riflemen—the motion pend- 
ing being that of Mr. Arcner to reconsider the 
vote refusing to coneur In the amendment of the 
House to restrict the appointment of officers to 
the line of 

Mr. AR¢ 


t 


Lie army. 


HER was not prepared for the discus- 


sion, not expecting it to come up to-day; but as 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
{[Mr. Bewron] had promised on a 


A Qaurs 


tary 


| ties should have the benefit of the new sy 









May 14, 


prior occasion to satisfy him (Mr. A.) in five ; 
utes of the propriety of the measure, he woy'\a 
consent, if that honorable Senator would afford 
him the promised light. 

Mr. BENTON said that, in the first place, 
was unconstitational, as it operated as a restriey 
on the appointing power of the President: jy, 
second place, it was inexpedient, and would 
cutting off the whole population of the | 
States from appointments to these offices 
would be invidious. 

Mr. ARCHER said he could point to ny; 
cases where the same restriction had been , 
but he had not the papers with him; besides, 4) 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Critvrenpen| y 
anxious to be present when the bill came up. | 
was not then in hisseat. If the Senator fron, Nev 
York [Mr. Drxj would allow the subject to 
passed over informally, he would call it up as s 
as the Senator from Kentucky came in. 

Mr. DIX yielded his assent, and the subject wa 
passed over. . 


ited 


>» Whi 


We 


PAYMASTERS IN THE ARMY. 

Mr. D. then moved to take up the bill makin 
alterations in the Pay Department of the Army 
which motion was agreed to. 

The bill provides for one assistant paymaste 
general, and to increase the number of paynias 
ters to eighteen instead of fifteen. The ehano: 
was contemplated as a peace establishment, | 
was now rendered indispensable. By the present 
law, paymasters were appointed to hold their sit 
ations for four years, but that had been found i 
convenient, and the present bill proposed to make 
these officers permanent. Mr. D. read a sti 
ment from the Paymaster General, going to sho 
to what inconvenience the department was 
jected by these frequent changes of appointment 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, moved to sir} 
out the second section of the bill, which makes 
the appointment permanent, and gave his reas 
therefor, quoting the law of 1820, under which 
appointments of disbursing agents were made, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON also advocated the prop 
sition to strike out the second section, deeming 
better that the law should remain as it is, and see- 
ine no reason to make distinction between ; 
masters and other disbursing ageuts. 

Mr. MANGUM expressed his willingness t 
the present law in regard to appointments veneral- 
lv should be abolished. He considered it a mos 
injurious system which required a public offices 
however meritorious and faithful he mieht be, 
be displaced at the end of four years. He wa 
even willing that the party opposed to him in poli 
stem: 
for he believed that, if the oflices were filled with 
the verv worst material, it would be better than a 
constant succession of changes. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, contended that 
a knowledge, on the part of a public foflicer, that 
he must be reappointed at the end of four years or 
else vo out of office, would tend to make him a 
better officer. It was true that the Executive had 
the power to remove an incumbent from office at 
any time for sufficient reason, whether the tenur 
of the office was for life or for a limited period 
but it was equally true that an additional security 
was furnished to the Government for the faithful 
discharge of the duties of the office by requirn 
upon every renewed appointment a renewal of t 
bond of the officer, together with his  sureti 
whereas, if the appointment was made for life, 01 
during the pleasure of the Executive, the bond 
would not be renewed. He did not see why an 
exception should be made, however, in the case ot 
the paymasters of the army. The Senator fr 
North Carolina was at least consistent in desir! 
a change in the law generally. a 

Mr. WOODBRIDGE said he thought the ofiice 
of paymaster presented a very proper case for ¢ x: 
ception. Without ¢ hanging the tenure of that of 
fice, it appeared to him they would be compelied 
greatly to increase the number of paymasters. 

Mr. BENTON made a few observations, wich 
we were unable to hear. 

Mr. BREESE said he thought it was inexpe- 
dient to repeal the present law in regard to uie 
tenure of office by paymasters; the fact that ne 
money had been lost through any misconduct on 
the part of those officers, was attributable, in a! 
probability, to the existence of that law. In his 
judgment it was better to let well enough alone. 





1846. 


mendation of the Paymaster General as a sufficient 
if there was no other, why the alteration 


reason, ] th = 
ehould be made. He was a most efficient officer, 


and the department under his control was con- | 
ducted in a highly creditable manner. The sub- | 


‘oct might be viewed under two aspects: first, in 
relation to the disbursement of money; and, scc- 
endly, in relation to its political character. As 
recarded the first, the only security was in render- 
ing the accounts. As regarded the political bear- 
ine, he concurred in the opinion expressed by the 
Senator from North Carolina. The limiting the 
rerm of office had done more towards making a 
revolution in the Government of the United States 
than almost any other. Going back to the origin 
of that law, it would be found that an extended 
controversy had taken place as to whether the re- 
moving power belonged to the President or not; 
and after much discussion it was decided—errone- 
ously, he thought—that the power was incidental 
to the Presidential office. In that discussion Mr. 
Madison asserted that in his opinion it would be 
an impeachable offence to remove an oflicer with- 
out good reasons being assigned for such removal: 
and that was the prevailing opinion. He agreed 
with the Senator from North Carolina that the law 
thereafter enacted was founded upon the spoils 
system; for from that time our Government had 
become literally a Government of spoils, dragging 
itin its downward road to ruin. He believed it 
would come, in fact it had come to this, that every 
four years there would be a revolution of party in 
the United States. The Presidential election had 
become a struggle between two parties. Office ex- 
pectants being more numerous than officeholders, 


the latier must suffer defeat, and thus was pro- | 


duced a system of continual vibration. The ex- 
isting law had opened the door to this improper 
siate of things, and he thought they could not doa 
wiser thing than put an end to it; for, if they did 
not pat down the system, it would eventually put 
down the Government. : 

Mr. WEBSTER said he had no disposition to 
enter into a discussion of the question of Execu- 
tive patronage on this occasion. A bill had passed 
the Senate, if he rightly remembered, in 1836, the 
etleet or object of which was to reduce the influ- 
ence of the Executive derivable from the exercise 
of the appointing power. The question then led 
to a discussion, historical and argumentative, of 
the general question of the removing power of 
the President. In the consideration of that sub- 


ject, he had come to a conclusion satisfactory to 
nimself, that the general rule adopted by the Le- | 


gislature as the construction of the Constitution 
was erroneous. The first decision on the subject 
was made in that body in the year 1789, upon the 
passage of a law providing for the appointment 
and removal of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury. 
The bill provided that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury should be removed or removable at the will of 
the President. The question was much discussed, 
and it was finally decided hy retaining the elause 
by the casting vote of the President of the Senate. 
Mr. John Adams. Mr. Madison led the debate 
on the same subject in the other House, and in that 
debate expressed the sentiment that any President 
who should remove from office a meritorious offi- 
cer upon political grounds alone would be worthy 
ofimpeachment. Mr. Madison, however, yielded 
‘o what appeared to him to be an argument of 
necessity, and the two Houses of Congress recog- 
nised the power of removal to be in the President, 
though the power of appointment was vested not 
in him alone, but in him together with the Senate: 
and thus a complete anomaly was introduced; for 
he believed there was no other Government on the 
face of the earth in which the power of removal 
existed in one body, or under one organization, 
aud the power of appointment in another. 
Mr. BERRIEN. The power of removal at 
pleasure? 
Mr. WEBSTER said he meant, of course, the 
power of removal at pleasure. He knew of no 
constitutional form of government in which the 
power of removal was not considered part and par- 
ee power of appointment. The office being 
uae fo Bec of the appointing power, the remo- 
eee = was effected by the appointment of 
oa , 1ere Was no sepayate process of remo- 
al, and herein consisted the incongruity, he had 
cents hi the absurdity, of our course of pro- 
pding, vere was no recorded copy of removals, 


The President sends to the Senate a list of names, 
A and Bto be anpointed in the place of C and D, 
removed, Thev re 
ceived no notice of removal until their suecessors 


pre sented themselves to take posse ssion of their 


When were they removed? 


offices. 

After the discussion upon the subject in the Sen- 
ate in 1836, many disttncuished Senators, never 
having had their attention turned to the subject 
before, were of opinion that the original construe- 
tion of the Constitution was wrong. The bill re- 
quired that whenever a removal was made by the 
President, he should signify to the Senate the cause 
of removal. He remembered very well the his- 
tory of the bill of 1820. It originated in the Sen- 
ate, and was advocated by several leading distin- 
guished gentlemen, who proceeded upon the ground 
of placing more responsibility upon the persons 
appointed, and providing for greater aceuracy and 
promptitude in the settlement of accounts. But 
they did not take the political view of the question 
atall. They never dreamed of the great exten- 
sion of political power which they were giving to 
the chief executive officer of the Government. 
They were all aware of the unhappy state of things 
which had thus been brought about. 
of things which had a most pernicious tendency, 
leading to a constant succession of contests for po- 
litical power, which contests were stimulated and 
promoted far more by personal motives than by a 
desire to advance the public interests. Taking it 
for granted that there would always be opposing 
parties existing in a popular Government—and he 
supposed that all wise and sensible men would ad- 
mit that it was of importance that there should be 


twasastate 


| Opposing parties—he supposed also that every sei- 


sible man would admit that as little of personal 
motives should be permitted to enter into political 
struggles, 

At an early period of the session he had intima- 
ted to the Senator from Virginia that it was his 
purpose, during the session, to revive the bill 
which passed the Senate in 1836, and to bring the 
subject again to the consideration of the Senate 
and before the country; for he verily believed that 
there was not a fact or circumstance of more evil 
omen existing in this Government than the creat 
facility which the four-years law afforded to the 


| Executive Government for increasing its influence. 


Mr. J. M. CLAYTON said he had examined 
the subject somewhat attentively, and in his opin 
ion the Senator from South Carolina had suggested 
the true remedy for the disease, viz: the reculation 
of the power of removal from office by law. ‘There 


, was nothing to prohibit Congress from passing 


| see that it should be carried out. 


j 


such a law, and the President would be bound to 
A remedy which 
he himself had had the honor to submit many years 
azo, was that a law should be passed providing that 
the President might, during the recess of Congress 
if it became necessary, make removals, but that 
he should submit to the Senate, in its Executive 
capacity at its next meeting, the causes of such 
removals. Thus the matter would be subject to 
the control of that body, where he thought the 
power ought to be vested, viz: in the representa- 
tives of the sovereien States of the Union. When- 
ever such a proposition should be made he would 
be ready to support it. 

Mr. ALLEN next addressed the Senate. He 
said: This debate has extended beyoud the limits 
of the bill before the Senate, and has embraced the 
general question of the power of the President to 
remove officers. Many remarks have been made 
in disparagement of that practice, and in justifica 
tion of its converse. The bill before us purposes, 
I understand, to repeal the act at present in force by 
which paymasters are appointed for four years, and 
to make such appointments substantially for life. 
IT am very well aware that the indiscriminate exer- 
cise of the power of removal carries with it many 
great inconveniences. It has undoubtedly many 
objections. But I do not believe that these objec- 
tions, numerous and grave as they may be, bear 
any sort of proportion to the objections which may 
be urged against the opposite policy. We have to 
look to experience as the great instructor upon this 


subject, and we must include the whole system of 


American Government, including the States as well 
as the Federal system. Weare to look to the gen- 
eral sense of the American people on this subject of 
the tenure of office and the power of removal; and 
we are to look at it through all the departments 
politically. How is it, then, in the States? Begin 


| States. 
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Mr. CALHOUN said he regarded the recom- | 


with the legislative department. 
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There you find 
that the authority which is vested by the people, 
according to the forms of the Constitution, in in- 
dividual citizens, by which they are constituted 
the legislators of the States, is in every instance 
limited to a period of years. And why? Becausea 
return of the power to the body of the people, and 
a passing In review of the agents who exercised 
that power before the great tribunal of the people, 
has been found, from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment to the present day, to constitute the creat safe- 
guard of the rights and liberties of the people 

That is the case in State and Federal levislation. 
How is it with regard to the Executive power, 
which is the power now In question? In every 
single instance the E.xeentive power is not only 
limited to a term of years, but to a very short term 
of years. And forthe same reason as in the eather 
case—in order that the aeents who exercise that 
power may be made to pass in review before the 
tribunal of the people, in whose behoof and by 
whose authority the power was delerated to them. 
Look to the judiciary power, of all others under 
the Government the one supposed by many, which 
oucht to be passed out of the rea ‘h of popular re- 
vision, and to be made enduring and permanent. 
How with that power? In the Federal Govern 

ment it stands where it was placed by the Consti- 
tution of the United States—vested for life; but in 
many of the States of the Union, in which origi- 
nally the judicial power was limited to a large 
number of years, the tenure has been abridged by 
experienee. In some of the eases, where the power 
of electing judges was vested in the legislative au- 
thority of the State it has been transferred—for the 
purpose of bringing tt more immediately under the 
revision of the popular evye—to the people them- 
selves. That’s how it has Leen! It isa creat Amer- 
iean prineiple. It les at the foundation of our 
system. 

"The frequent recurrence to first principles is one 
erreat feature in our system of government, and 
the frequent recurrence to the original source by 
which power is delegated is another. Sir, we 


| have decided this question as a nation and as 


We have dreaded these fixtures which 


| rrow up intoa settled and independent authority 


| unon the will of the people. 


—an authority independent of the people, and 
which soon become, in virtue of that independence, 
essentially and of necessity hostile to the people. 
We dread this sort of corporate authority to hold 
politieal power during the life of an individual. 
Besides, our Government, sir, 1s one that rests 
The great struggle 


| of all good men is to interest the whole body of 
| the people in the action of the Government, by 


| affairs of the Government. 


keeping their attention constantly fixed upon its 
action. And although in this struggle we may 
invoke individual selfishness to participate more 
fiercely than otherwise in the political contests of 
the day, yet that very fact has its advantages as 
well as disadvantares—and very great advantaves, 
The enioyment of the public honors of the country 
is a part of the richts and fortunes of the Amer- 
iean people—it isa part of the honorable induce- 
ment held out to them to be loyal to free institu- 
tions. It is calculated to elevate the public mind, 
and the whole mass of the people, to let it be 
known distinctly that every one is eligible under 
the Constitution to these honors, and that office 
is accessible to all, in consequence of there being 
no privileged class in the community who are en- 
titled to enjoy office for life. Again: everybody 
knows that the moment a man feels secure for life 
in his office, he cultivates a feeling of independence 


and disregard to the people which rises to a per- 
| feet contempt of the people. Authority then comes 


/ to be more appreciated than liberty. 


The man 
begins to feel a taste for arbitrary power. He 
hegins to talk about the tumult of the masses. He 
begins to dread the wholesome political excite- 
ment by which the masses are interested in the 
He sets himself up as 


a being created to authority—as a curb in the 


mouth of the masses. ‘That’s the feeling. It does 


| not belone to one man more than another, perhaps, 
| but is inseparable from the condition of a man 


placed in a state where he is conscious of the en- 
joyment of power, and originates in that disposi- 
tion that is inherent in the human mind to abuse 
power when it can be abused with impunity. I 
say, then, that the benefits resulting from the prin- 
ciple which I am defending more than counter- 
balances the necessary evils. All this idea pro- 
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ceeds upon the principle that the people of the 
United States are induced by a mere selfish excite- 
ment to take too much interest tn the affairs of 
yovernment—that the man seeking office goes 
about and incites the people to take too much in- 
terest in political affairs. I deny this, [ do not 
believe that such a thing can oecur. | do not be- 
lieve that the mind of this great nation ever is, or 
ever can be, too much exeited about the public 
affairs. I believe that these excitements, thouch 
they may oceasionally look seowlingly on the pub 
lie peace, yet constitute the only guaranty we have 
in this country, or in any other, for the preserva- 
tion of popular liberty: and the moment the publie 
mind is Julled into repose—the moment that the 
eyes of the people ave diverted from public affairs 

the moment that they are lulled into a belief that 
all is going on well, and that they need not disturb 
themselves about public affairs, then publie au- 
thority will override public liberty. This does 
not connect itself with one party or with the other 
in particular, but exists in the genus, and nature, 
and conatitution of the human mind, 

There are prymasters in the army. They are 
money-holders. ‘They are intrusted, as dishburs- 
ine officers, with an immense amount of money, 
and it is proposed by this bill to give them a lease 
for life of public authority. ‘They are the very 
class of public officers, Which, of all others, should 
be brouvht most directly in review of the appoint- 
ing power, The President of the United States is 
required by law to administer the laws. "The Con- 
stitution holds him responsible for the manner in 
which the laws are executed. When a law is 
wrongly executed, who is blamed? he President 
of the United States is blamed. Why? Because 
the Constitution entrusts him with the duty of see- 
ing that the laws are richtfully executed. How is 
it with the people the mselves? 
more competent to pass judgment ona public of 
ficer than the people themselve As to the evil 
spoken of, arisine from party contests for offi a | 
should like to know how that would be prevented 
by making life the tenure of office. Lvery office- 
holder would have his relatives, whose prefer- 
ment he would desire, and would therefore he- 
come just as much a party man as if liable to be 
turned out. 

Mr. MANGUM. Suppose the law passed— 
would not the President have the power to see the 
law faithfully executed, if neces 
moval of the officer 

Mr. ALLEN. It might be that he would. But 
it may be, notwithstanding, that he will have eood 
reason to adopt that kind ——[ Here, owing to noisy 


W here sa power 


ary. by the re- 


conversation of persons in the gallery—a constant 
source of annoyance to the reporters—a few sen- 
tences were lost.] This is one of the inconve- 
niences which grow out of free institutions, owing 
to the imperfection of human nature, and which 
you can never avoid and preserve these institu- 
tions. That’s the ground that I take. I will ask, 
where is the power more quick in removing ob- 
noxious public agents than that exercised by the 
people themselves? None, sir. The President, 
on coming into power, finds thirty or forty thou- 
sand officeholders entirely adverse to his views 
and principles, and hating him for his success, 
How is it possible that, with them, he could 
faithfully execute the laws? But Lam, above all, 
opposed to this life estate of political power, be- 
cause It puts the official out of the reach of popu- 
lar revision. I do not care who the official is. |] 
hope to see the judges of the United States elected 
every four years. It ought to be done. "That’s 
my opinion about it. If the highest public fune- 
tionary in the Government is elected every four 
years, and must then pass before the veople before 
his lease can be renewed, if it be renewed at all, J 
think it is proper that all subordinate officers should 
be regulated in the same way. In conclusion, I 
r ‘peat, that those life estates of political authority 
are entirely adverse to the genius and structure of 
our free institutions, 

Mr. HUNTINGTON made some remarks in 
explanation of his position. He approved of the 
sentiments of the Senator from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Wessrer,] with regard to the exercise of the 
power of removal by the President, and thought a 
remedy by legislation should be applied; but he 
was in favor of the proposition of the Senator from 
Maryland, {Mr. Jonnson,] because he could not 
see any distinction between the paymaster and the 
eivil disbursing officers included in the actof 1820), 
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such as would justify an exception in their favor. 
He desired the law to stand. 
Mr. MOREHEAD said he did not intend to go 
into an investigation of what he considered the 
proper doctrine in relation to removal from office, 
because he did not think that this was a fit ocea 
sion to go into the discussion of a question of such 
magnitude. He had risen simply to say that he 
did not recognise the power of the President to re- 
move from office, either directly or indirectly. It 
was a power susceptible of more abuse, and lead- 
ine to more danverous consequences, than any 
other power cons titutionally exe reised by the Ex- 
ecutive, Neither in the Constitution nor in the 
practice of the Government was the exercise of this 
power sanctioned in the President. When the 
discussion arose on the subject in 1789, concerning 
this power, Mr. Madison assumed that the power 
did exist inherent in the Executive Department. 
Coneress went so far as to recognise the power of 
removal for cause, but never went so far as to ac- 
knowledge it to the extent of removal at the dis- 
cretion of the President. Surely it was not con- 
tended by Mr. Madison, or any other member of 
Conerre Ss, that eny such power belonged to the 
President. On the other hand, when Mr. Madi- 
son said it was a power inherent in the Executive, 
it Was insisted that, if in the exercise of it. faithful 
incumbents were removed without cause, it would 
he a sufficient ground for impeachment. He (Mr. 
M.) looked on this as a most dangerous power, 


and he was extremely eratified that the Senator | 


from Massachusetts proposed to bring the subject 


hefore Coneress in a proper form. He trusted he | 


would. Tle would, at all events, have the sanction 
of the areuments and votes of many of the most 
distineuished individuals who had oceupied seats 
on that floor. and the advantage of the recorded 
votes of the Senate itself on that very question. If 
he (Mr. M.) did not mistake, the Senate of the 
United States had denied that the power existed, 
and had adopted a resolution denying the power 
of the President of the United States, and recula- 
tine the power as held by him in conjunction with 
the Senate of the United States. He trusted the 
Senator from Massachusetts would persist in his 
determination, and as far as he (Mr. M.) was con- 
cerned, he would give him all the support he could 
vive, He would content himself, then, with the 
observations he had already made, but would again 
take the opportunity of discussing the subject 
when it eame up ina form admissible of more ex- 
tensive argument. 

Mr SEVIER thought it very strange that, about 
the first session of every Administration, they were 
favored with that old question about removal from 
office. Tn 1836, it so happened that the Senate en- 
tertained different political sentiments from the Pres- 
ident, and it was then the resolution referred to by 
the Senator from Kentucky was passed. He made 
removals that did not meet their sanction, and they 
were disposed to resist them. Since that time, the 
Senators from Massachusetts [Mr. Davis] and from 
South Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] had given their 
commentaries on it. (Mr. S. here made an allu- 
sion to the practice of Mr. Tyler, and associated 
Mr. Canuowun’s name, as Secretary of State, there- 
with: the exact words were not heard.) 

Mr. CALUOUN arese to say, that when he 
went into the Department of State, under Mr. 
Tyler, he was in entire ignorance of the practice 
He knew nothing about it, and had 
alw “avs heen opposed to the practices charged upon 
Mr. ‘I'vler in reeard to removals. He condemned 
itas much in him as any other, and the Senator 
from Arkansas was one of the last on that floor 
from whom he would expect such a charge to come. 

Mr. SEVIER made a few remarks; amone the 
rest, he observed, that Mr. Tylercontinued to make 
removals down tothe very last day he was in office. 

Mr. CALHOUN again arose, and reminded the 
Senator from Arkansas that he (Mr. C.) had al- 
ready condemned the practice, Mr. Tyler was 
in the habit of makine his own removals and ap- 
pointments, and was told by him (Mr. ©.) that it 
was a new and unwarranted practice, and one to 
which, had he been a new member of the Admin- 
istration, he would not consent. 

Mr. MOREHEAD asked permission to make 
one remark. He, (Mr. M.,) as a member of his 
committee, had occasion to be occasionally at the 
State Department during Mr. Tyler’s Administra- 
tion, and happened to know something of the views 
of the honorable Senator from South Carolina, 


spoken of. 
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{[Mr. Carnovn,] and he remembered the opinions 
expressed then to him by the honorable Senator 
were exactly the same as those expressed on that 
occasion to the Senate. 

Mr. SEVIER then went on to say, that in m 
king the remarks he had made, he “‘supposy d the 
action of the Executive was the action of all parts 
of it. He referred to no particular person—jot to 
the Senator from South Carolina, but to the Ad 
ministration of which he formed a part. He said 
again, that the subject of removals was a genera! 
subject of remark. When a new party canie into 
power, they had the old story that was begun jn 
1789, renewed in 1833, and continued in 1836, and 
so on down till the present. He thought, how 
ever, that the Democrats had consistency on thei 
side, to say nothing about it in 184]. 

[Mr. Sevier, who was very indistinctly heard, 
owing to his speaking at and to Senators instead 
of the President, made here some observation 
which called from Mr. Wessrer the remark, ‘| 
had no office to give.” 

Mr. S. continued to say that he alluded to those 
facts, to show that those distinguished gentlemen 
formed part of Mr. ‘Tyle r’s Cabinet. If they 
looked at the yeas and nays of 1839, they would 
find every Democrat voting to sustain that power 
of removal. Now, it so happened that, on this 
question of removal, some persons differed from 
their friends. We had gone on very well, and hiad 
come down to the good Democratic doctrine of 
short tenures of office—immediate responsibility to 
the people—and he was not willing to commence 
a retrograde movement. Short tenures of offies 
were necessary to the maintenance of the liberties 
of the country. When the officeholders formed 
such a small proportion to the great mass of the 
people, there was very little danver indeed that the 
liberties of the country could be endangered by the 
exercise of the Executive patronage. Whenever | 
was known that a man was seeking office, his } 
fluence was gone. ‘That had been what he (Mr 
S.) had always seen in his experience. But 
hoped that this question of removal from office 
would not be allowed to embarrass the bill befor 
the Senate. When the subject came regula 
before the body by a resolution, or bill, it would 
be proper enough to discuss it. 

Mr. WEBSTER arose and said, the few o!ser- 
vations which had occurred to-day on the bill by 
him, whether right or wrong, were not intended to 
apply to any individual. The honorable Senator 
from Arkansas would do him the justice to say 
that he (Mr. W.) did not impute to any Adminis- 
tration, or of the whole succession of Administra- 
tions, anything in the nature of a charge of having 
carried the practice of removal from office further 
than their predecessors or successors. The Sena- 
tor would admit, he was sure, that the remarks he 
submitted were devoid of all personality. And 
now he would take occasion to say that it was not 
like the answer of a statesman to what he (Mr. 
W.) had advanced, for the gentleman to say that 
the Administration in which he (Mr. W.) had 
borne a part had done so. Suppose that to be 
true. Why, if the Administration, of which he 
might happen to think very well, in some respects 
at least, had been induced to follow a bad practice, 
that was only a stronger reason why the practice 
should be put an end to. No reason had been 
shown why an individual ina subordinate situa- 
tion, inan Administration, ought to be held respon- 
sible for its policy. But perhaps there was another 
remark which he might make with all respect. 
The Administration to which the gentleman refer- 
red—he should have said perhaps that Administra- 
tion did make some changes in office not altogether 
disacreeable to the gentleman himself. 

Mr. SEVIER. Certainly; and I stood by him 
to the last. 

Mr. WEBSTER. And the honorable gentie- 
man had good reason for it. But it was said that 
the opposite doctrine to that of removal led to life- 
holders of office, &c. Far, far otherwise, was the 
wholetruth. This Government recognised no life 
officers but of judges, and they were subject to the 
qualifications of good behaviour, of course. Phe 
independence of the judiciary department was sup 

osed, by those who framed the Constitution, to be 
Ries secured by giving an independent tenure 0! 
office; and however the opinion may have changed 
in certain parts of the country, it was certainly 
still the established one within the bounds of the 
old thirteen States. They borrowed it from the 
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English law about the accession of George I. In 
the bill which, in 1836, passed the Senate, and to 
which he had referred, it was not proposed, after 
the lapse of so many years, to oppose the construc- 
tion which enables the President to remove from 
oiice. The object of the bill introduced by the 
honorable Senator from South Carolina, and which 
he then had before him, was as he had stated, and 
he would refer to it as it was short. 

«A BILL to repeal the first and second sections of an ‘Aetto 
‘limit the term of office of certain officers therein named, 
and for other purposes,’ approved the fifteenth of May, 
oye thousand eight hundred and twenty, and for other 
Pp iy) 8s. = s 
+ Be if enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 

the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 

the first and second sections of an act entitled, An act to 
limit the term of office of certain officers therein named, and 
for other purposes,’ approved the fifteenth of May, one 
thousand eight hundred and twenty, shall be, and the same 

hereby are, repealed. — 7 
«Sec. 2. nd he it further enacted, That in the first week 

of the month of January next,and at the same time in every 

fourth year thereafter, the President shall cause a statement 
to be laid before Congress of the accounts of all district at 

torneys, collectors of customs, naval officers and surveyors 
of the customs, navy agents, receivers of public moneys for 
lands, surveyors of the public lands, and paymasters in the 
army. Who shall have failed to account for all such moneys, 
on or before the thirtieth day of September preceding; and 
the offices beld by all such defaulting officers shall be vacated 
from and after the date of said message. 

“Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That in all nominations, 
made by the President to the Senate, to fill vacancies occa- 
sioned by the exereise of the President’s power to remove 
the said officers mentioned inthe sccond section of this bill, 
the faetof the removal shall be stated to the Senate at the 
same time that the nomination is made, with a statement of 
the reasons for which such officer may have been removed.” 

And how did that bill pass? By a party vote? 
Why, that bill was not introduced at the com- 
mencement of an Administration, but in 1836, the 
last year of the Jackson Administration of eight 
years. As tothe manner of its passage a reference 
to the Journal would be evidence on that point. 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benton, Bibb, Black, Calhoun, Clay, 
Clayton, Ewing, Frelinghuysen, Goldsborough, Kent, King 
of Georgia, Leigh, MeKean, Mangum, Moore, Naudain, 
Poindexter, Porter, Prentiss, Preston, Robbins, Silshee, 


Smith, Southard, Switt, Tomlinson, Tyler, Waggaman, 
Webster, and White—31. F 


NAYS—Messrs. Brown, Buchanan, Cuthbert, Hendricks, 
Hill, Kane, King of Alabama, Knight, Linn, Morris, Robin- 
son, Ruggles, Shepley, Tallmadge, Tipton, and Wright—16. 


Mr. SEVIER. I wish you would read it again, 


sir. 

Mr. WEBSTER replied he would, and accord- 
ingly read a statement of the vote on the oceasion 
referred to, which, he said, showed thirty-one 
votes for, to sixteen against the bill: and, strange 
to say, he could not see the name of the Senator 
from Arkansas among the yeas atall. Now, that 
was no party proceeding; the votes given on it 
were not given for party purposes. It was the 
judgment of the Senate that some rezulation should 
‘be made in the Executive power of removal; and 
that opinion was founded upon the conviction that 
Congress could regulate the removing power: and 
who could doubt it? Because, except where the 


Constitution does not prescribe the tenure of office, | 


it belongs to Congress to do so. He repeated , 
then, that act of 1836, passed by two-thirds of the 
Senate, Was no party proceeding whatever; a bill 
by which these propositions were affirmed: first, 
that Congress might regulate removal from office 
by law; secondly, that at that time, in 1836, such 
had been the history of parties, and such had been 
the inconvenience growing out of the practice, it 
was thought expedient to repeal the provisions of 
the law of 1820, and assume the regulation of the 
business of removal from office. 

Mr. CALHOUN again arose, and after com- 
plaining of the reiteration by the Senator of Ar- 
kansas of a charge which he (Mr. C.) had expli- 
citly corrected him in before,and hoping he would 
hot repeat what was false, he went on to say that 
he always thought the great and fundamental dif- 
ference between the popular and anti-popular par- 
ties related to Executive patronage. He had al- 
Ways supposed that men anxious to preserve a 
popular government were disposed to fimnit it to 
the smallest amount consistent with efficiency. 
Now he would ask whether it would be more fa- 
vorable to the Executive to possess at all times 
and use the unbounded power of removal? That 
was the simple question. Was the President not 
to have It to be used for good cause—such as death 
and resignation, which could afford ample room 
lor hew appointments? But he would go further, 
and say that the grave and wholesome doctrine 
was, that when a man in office had under his con- 
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trol the whole patronage, such a system went to 
make a king. ve ry one knew that such a state 
of things would be a succession of struggles be- 
tween the ins and outs; and the ins being armed 
with power, would maintain and perpetuate that 
power. It was well known that numbers enter 
into politics as a mere mode of obtaining a liveli- 
hood. When IL affirm that already as many per- 
sons live upon the expenditures of this Govern- 
ment, as the half of the great population engaged 
in the cultivation of the cotton lands, the extent 
of the evil may be imagined. ‘The income of the 
Government is almost equal to half of all the in- 
come derived from cotton property. Now, we 
know what a large mass of our population is en 
gaged in the cultivation of cotton,and yet, through 
the action of this Government, as many persons 
are living upon the public revenue. But that is 
notall. Put, then, the halfof the income of the 
cotton property into a lottery, to be drawn eve ry 
four years: so many men will go into that lottery 
in hones of drawing a prize, that when the victory 


is achieved, not one in forty can be rewarded, | 


What is the result? The thirty-nine disappoint- 
ed, and who fought only for the * spoils,” turn 
round in process of time—when political decen- 
eracy takes place, as it will—to the other side, and 
seek the next turn of the wheel when another lot- 
tery is drawn. ‘Thus they go on. 

Can any wise man—can eny patriotic man—can 
any genuine friend of human liberty, look at such 
a spectacle without the most poignant regret?) He 
must be little informed indeed in polities who does 
not know all this; and knowing all this, he will be 
asserting one of the most untrue and monstrous 
propositions on the face of God’s earth, who says 
that this is a ‘popular doctrine.”” What! “A 
popular doctrine! This a * popular doctrine!” 
It is the very reverse. It is the doctrine to create 
a king, and to annihilate liberty. As for myself, 
I have maintained on this subject a uniform posi- 
tion. When the act of 1820 was passed, it passed 
through Congress without my knowledge. The 
moment I heard of its passage, I pronounced to a 
friend that that law was one of the most danger- 
ous ever passed, and that it would work a great 
revolution. 1] have always stood upon that ground; 
and yet I know that this position is not a popular 
position. But IT speak the truth when the truth 
ought to be spoken. The Presidential election is 
no longer a strugele for creat principles, but only 
a great struggle as to who shall have the spoils of 
office. Look at the machinery: A convention 
meets and nominates the President, in which not 
unfrequently many of the Representatives of the 
States join, in a general understanding to divide the 
offices amongst themselves and their friends. And 
thus they make a President, who has no voice at 
all in the selection of officers! These things are 
known; and I say it is surprising that, being 
known, gentlemen who advocate the opposite doc- 
trine assume to be Democrats. No. The Demo- 
cratic doctrine is precisely the reverse of what they 
affect to teach. It goes against patronage and in- 
fluence, and gives no more patronage than what 
the strict necessity of the case admits. Patronage, 
wisely and judiciously dispensed on the part of 
the Executive, may have a salutary effect in giving 
concentration and strength to the Government: but 
this wholesale traffic in public office for party 
purposes is wholly pernicious and destructive of 
popular rights. Properly applied, the policy is 
admirable ; but as soon as the Government be- 
comes the mere creature of seekers of office, your 
free institutions are nearly at an end. In this mat- 
ter I have been uniform and sincere—whether 
right or wrong, time will disclose. But the evil 
has commenced. It is going on. It needs no 

rophet to foresee the end. I speak not in the 
anguage of prophecy; but who, judging from the 
past, can avoid the conviction, that unless the 
proper remedy be applied, the overthrow of your 
political system is inevitable ? 

Mr. ALLEN agazain addressed the Senate at con- 
siderable length. He said he had always thought 
the effect of Executive oatronage greatly overrated. 
They had an instance of that in the case of the Tyler 
Administration. He came into the office of Vice 
President by a tremendous vote; circumstances 
transferred him to the presidential office, where he 
continued to offend the party who elected him, on 
the bank question, and shortly after the other par- 
ty. He had the whole patronage of the Federal 

| Government in his hands, and he used it without 
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any religious.scruples, in the hope of being elected 
President of the United States. Well, they knew 
what was the result of all that. Now, how near 
did Tyler come to make himself king? Why, 
poor old King Lear, at his last stage of life, was 
as near being a king as Mr. Tyler. Mr. A. here 
gave a very lively picture of the depressed state of 
the country during Tyler’s Administration, and the 
facility he had to act upon numbers. Mr. A. then, 
to show the insignificance of Executive patronage, 
siated the faet that the average salaries of the four- 
teen thousand postmasters of the nation was only 
$73 62 per annum; and these constituted the half 
of all the officers of the United States. It was not 
such patronage as that that was dangerous. It 
was such patronage as that of the United States 
Bank—of the tariff—which corrupted millions and 
robbed the rest. Of all the departments of patron- 


age, he thought those appointed to office the most 


trifling and paltry. One-half of the people would 
not have these petty offices. There were four 
hundred thousand men in his State, and of these, 
three hundred and fittv thousand would not take 
the eift of them; they ought not, then, talk about 
the people of the United States being corrupted by 
these paltry offices. They were too happy and 
prosperous, too happy and contented on their 
farms, 


Mr. MOREH EAD rose and commenced some 
remarks, but the hour being very late, he gave 
way, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuunrspay, May 14, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- 
ness to be the bill, reported yesterday from the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
making appropriations for the support of the Mili- 
tary Academy for the year ending on the 30th of 
June, 1847. 

Mr. CULVER rose, he said, to a question of 
privilege, and sent to the Clerk’s table the following 
resolution, which was read: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Elections be 
instructed to inquire and report whether mileage 
and per diem pay should be allowed to John Talia- 
ferro, of Virginia, for his travel to and attendance 
on Congress in November, 181], to contest the 
richt of John P. Hungerford toa seat in Congress, 
and in which contest John Taliaferro was success- 
ful: but be has been allowed no compensation for 
travel to Congress, and his per diem pay only from 
the day he took his seat in Congress. That the 
committee also inquire whether it be just and pro- 
per to allow to John Taliaferro the same compensa- 
tion as is indicated above, for his travel to and from 
Congress in May, 1813, and in the following De- 
cember, to contest the right of J. P. Hungerford 
to a seat in Congress, on the identical ground upon 
which the former contest had been conducted, and 
decided in his favor. 

Objections were made. 

Mr. CULVER submitted that the resolution did 
not require a suspension of the rules, being a ques- 
tion of privilege. 

The SPEAKER decided that the resolution did 
not come within the rule as to questions of priv- 
ilege, inasmuch as it related to a transaction ina 
former, and not the present, Congress. 

So the resolution was not received. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved that 5,000 extra cop- 
ies of the two messages of the President, with the 
accompanying documents, concerning our relations 
with Mexico, be printed. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BRODHEAD moved a suspension of the 
rules. 

But the House refused to suspend the rules. 

So the motion was not received. 

On motion of Mr. DARRAGH, leave was given 
to withdraw the papers in the case of Catharine 
Robinson. 

Mr. CLARKE, by leave, moved that the peti- 
tion and papers in the case of Elijah F’. Bell, be 
ioctl: 


WEST POINT ACADEMY. 


The House resumed the consideration of this 
bill, which, having been ordered to a third reading 
now, was read a third time. 

And the question being, ‘Shall this bill pass?”— 
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Mr. 8. ADAMS asked the yeas an@hays, which 
were refused. 

And the question being then taken, the bill was 
pm seed, 

Mr. JOUN P. MARTIN 
of the rules, for the purpose of taking up the bill 
(in the orders of the day) to regulate the mileage 


moved a suspension 


of members. 
Vir. M. “us ke d the Yeas nnd nays, which were 
refused, 


And the question being taken, tne blouse refused 


to SUIS nd the rules 

The SPEAKER, by land 
House a letter from the Secretary of the ‘l'reasury, 
tratiamittine, 


consent, before the 
in obedience to the resolution of the 
Houre of the 17th of Januarv last, a copy of the 
report of the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, and also n report of the recister and receiv- 
er of the lard office at Fairfield, in lowa, with ac- 
ecompanying documents, relating to money depos- 
ited with the late reorster, (William Ross,) for the 
purchase of public lands: which was laid upon the 
table, 

A bill from the Senate, entitled ** An act granting 
Richard 
the Senate in favor of David Shaw and Solomon 
I’ Carser, were read twice, and committed. 


A pension to 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion of Mr. J. J. MeDOWELL, the 
House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER invited Mr. Geonce W. Jones, 
of ‘Tennessee, to the chair, who, at his own re- 
qi St, Was excuse d. 

Mr. YANCEY of Alabama was then invited, 
who excused himself on the ground of his entire 
want of acquaintance with the rules, 

Mr. COBB of Georgia was then invited, and 
took the chair. 

Whereupon, the committee resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill making appropriations for the 
support of the army, for the year ending on the 
20th June, 1847.” 

The state oft the question was this: 

Mr. J. A. Brack had moved the following as an 
additional section to the bill: 

*.4nd be it further enucted, That from and after the pus 
sage of this act to the end of the present war, the monthly 
pay of the non-commissioned officers, musicians, and pri 
vates of the artillery, inthotry, and riflemen, who may be in 
the service of the United States, shall be the sume its the pay 
allowed to the non-commissioned officers, musicians. and 
privates of the dragoon regiments of the United States.” 

And Mr. Tinnarrs had moved to amend the 
said amendment, by adding thereto the following: 

* And that the pay of private soldiers in the service of the 
United States shall be S10 per month, provided that nothing 
in this act shall be construed to make the pay of anv non 
cominissioned officer or musician less than the pay ofa pri 
vate as fixed by this act.” 

And the pending question was on the amend- 
ment to the amendmeit. 

Mr. THURMAN was entitled to the door, and 
addressed the committee at leneth, in a speech of 
report will appear hereatier. The 
remarks of Mr. T. were directed mainly to a reply 
to the speeches of his colleacues, [ Messrs. Gin 
pines, Derano,and Tinp: N,| and to ademonstra- 
tion of the identity of the arguments and denun- 
ciations now employed against the war and the 
Administration, with those made use of for similar 
urposes in the war of T8]2., 

Nir. mm H. SIMS adadre ssed the committee, I 
feel very conscious, Mr. Chairman, (said he,) that 
this committee will bear with me patiently; not 
that | indulge the hope that I shall enlighten them 
npon the question now under their consideration, 
but for the reason that I have not heretofore troub- 
led the committee or the 


on this or other subje ts, 


which a ful 


House by any remarks 

I ain also very con- 
AcIOMES, Sir, that my rhetoric and my grammar may 
be at fault: but | 
any subject where my country has an Interest, and 
where my heart throbs for that interest, is of very 
Litth It is not the educated man who 
is the best patriot; it is not the educated man who 
feels the strongest for the perpetuity of the institu- 
trons of his country, or that feels the strongest in 
his rejoicings at the success of his country, and 
her escape from all reverses of fortune. 7 

The bill pending before the committee, Mr. 
Chairman, has for its object the raising the funds 
to defray the expenses of the army of the United 
Sutes, of which a large part at present is the army 


importanec. 


ENliott, and a resolution of 
, 


that to me, sir, in the discussion of 


of occupation on the Rio Grande. I jike to see 
individuals honest in their transactions, and of all 
things do I delight to know and to see, from the 
rction of my Government, that she is just. She 
owes the mone y toou army—let us pay it. Ido 
not entertain any hope—I never entertained a hope 
for a moment, when the present President of the 
United States defeated the ‘Talleyrand of Ken- 
tuck y— { never believed for a moment that the fol- 
lowers of that ¢entleman would universally sub- 
seribe to anythmne the President of the United 
States might think proper to do in the discharge of 
the dutt s of the hieh station to which the people 
have called him. 


The point is made by some of his political opno- 
newts that it was improper on the part of the Ex- 
ecutive to station our 


army on the banks of the 
Rio Grande. 


It is said it was wrone for him to 
have pointed our cannon across the river Opposite 
Matamoras; that he did wrong in ordering the re- 
moval of our army from Corpus Christi to the Rio 
Grande, If he had done less—if our army had re- 
mained at Corpus Christi until the army of Mexico 
had crossed the Rio Grande, and trailed through 
the desert to the Nueces, and had ent off our troops 
at Corpus Christi—l expect it might have been 
charged even then that he had acted improperly. 
Yes, Mr. Chairman, whatever course the Execu- 
tive and the Administration may take, it is to be 
alike by these gentlemen; and now, 
after we have become involved in a war with that 
nation, from which we have received so many in- 
sults, and which we have treated with so much for- 
hearance, they come out now and declare our coun- 
try in the wrong, and Mexico in the right! It is 
said by distinguished men at both ends of the Cap- 
itol, that no war exists; and a discrimination is 
drawn between hostilities and war. Suffer me to 
say, there js just about as much difference between 
hostilities and war, when it comes to shedding the 
blood of our countrymen, as a very serupulous 
centleman might make when he inquired for ‘*color- 
ed men,’ instead of “nevroes,’’? when he was pur- 
What ts war, in the common ac- 
ceptation of the term? What is war, as known to 
this Government? It is meeting in deadly conflict 
with the enemies of our country. Hlave we met 
We have, sir: and I fear that before this 
time disasters may have befallen our army on the 
Rio Grande that none of us may desire to he ar—no, 
not even he who declares that that war is “*unholy.”’ 
If the Executive has done wronzg—if he has acted 
improperly—if our country is in the wrong in hav- 
ing sent our soldiers to the Rie Grande, it is not 
very patriotic in gentlemen who believe this to be 
the fact, to speak and promulgate the errors of 
their country to the world. No, sir; Tsay it is 
not patriotic; it is not wise; it is not sucha course 
as centlemen since rely devoted to the protection of 
the rights and territory of the country against a 
foreign invader would pursue. The family—the 
ocial relations and intercourse of a family, and the 
obligations resting upon its members—are an apt 
illustration of the reladons and obligations of the 
citizens of a Government; and that man who is so 
unkind as to be willirg to inflict any injury upon 
the character of his father, mother, brother, or sis- 
ter, Is unfit to hold the soci il relations. So that 
nan that hunts up the errors of his country, ex- 
gaze of the whole world, and 
hides her virtues, is no patriot, in my estimation. 

Iam one of those, Mr. Chairman, who believe 
that the marching of our army to the Rio Grande 
was strictly in accordance with justice to ourselves, 
I believe that the State of Texas—that the Repub- 
lie of Texas—has been at war, virtually speaking, 
with the Government of Mewnico ever since the 
battle of San Jacinto, with the exception of the in- 
terposition of the treaty made by Santa Anna and 
the constituted authorities of Texas: and some 
ventleman say thet that act was invalid—that he 
had no authority to do it, from the fact that he was 
a prisoner of war. 

Mr. SEVERANCE interposed; but 

Mr. SIMS refused to yield; remarking, 
You shall have a chance. | 


condemned 


chasing : lav CN, 


them ? 


poses them to the 


1oO— 
keep cool. Just sit 
down. 

I suppose (continued Mr. 8.) that if certain gen-. 
tlemen in this House had the right and the power, 
they would ask of this Government to go forward 
to search out what is the Government of Mexico, 
and a committee despatched from this Government 
would have great trouble in finding it out. 
eral Ampudia would tell you that it was in Arista, 


Gen- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


. May 14. 


and Arista would tell you it was in Paredes, and 


Paredes would tell you it was in the deputics 
and representatives of Mexico. Her Governmen: 
changes its form as often as the chameleon its eo! 


from blue to green, and from greento black. |; 4 
not fer us to know what the Government of Mex. 
ico is; it is enough for us to know that she has 
made war upon our citizens, and then itis for ys 


to march up and drive the invaders from our so . 
and chastise them as they deserve; and I should 
be glad to find, too, that General Taylor and }, 
army heve crossed the rubicon, and have carrie: 
the war into the very heart of Mexico, if necess 
ry, and dictated an honormble peace. Yes, sir, } 
am in favor of this—that peace should be conquer 
ed, and its terms dictated to our enemy by this 
Government, as it ought to be; and we should jy) 
corporate a clause in the treaty that we would not 
hereafter recognise any power in Mexico, save 
that one we treat with, or its representative, and 
by that means, perhaps, we might give her a little 
stability in her form of government. 

Individual character frequently portrays in its 
true light national character. You see a French 
man; you find a man of taste, of personal refine 
ment, fluent of speech and fond of talk, polite aud 
courteous in all his associations. And that isa 
miniature likeness of the French Government 
You see an Enelishman; he is a man fond ot! 
power, and wealth, and dominion, haughty and 
aristocratic; Who speaks of the virtues of his coun- 
try and never of her errors, and who looks with 


! contemnt upon the citizens of other nations. Such 


is the picture of the English Government. If you 


| see an American in Paris, in Mexico, or in Lne- 
‘land. vou see one that boasts of the liberties of his 


country, and of the institutions of his country, 
you see one that delights to speak of the victories 
that have been gained by American arms; that is 
proud of American soil, and of all its associations, 
and believes in the doctrine of the universal spread 
of civil liberty over the whole earth. And he 
represents the character of the American nation 
You see a Mexican, and he presents a striking 
likeness—a fac simile—of the character of his Gov- 
ernment. He desires power, and desires wealth 
filehed from the coffers, and in defiance of the coi 

stitutional richts, of others. He seeks to conyiner 
vou that he is generous; and at the same time he 
would stab you in the dark. Fle is ready to m 

der and shoot his enemies by stealth, and then he 
seeks protection under the shield which his Go 

ernment—his reputed Government—attempts 
throw over a lawless band of robbers and murder- 
ers. That is the character of the Mexican Gov 

ernment and of her citizens. Itis not the time to 
inquire whether the war is legitimate or not, wher 
we learn that Cross has been murdered—-that the 


| soil on the bank of the Rio Grande has drunk up 


his blood—that he was stripped of his habiliments 


| and his body left exposed, to be preyed upon by 


vultures and wild beasts. I say to the gentlemen 
to tell it not in the streets of the city that bears the 
name of the ** Father of his Country’’—to publish 
it not in the Capitol of this nation, that there Is no 
war, or that it is an unholy war. That man must 
be heartless, estranged from everything that is no- 
ble or elevated in character or generous In sympa- 
thy, that can pass by the residence of Colonel 
Cross, and listen to the sighs and groans of his 
stricken faimily, and then say that there is notnr 
war, and that Mexico has not committed an act of 
war upon us. “A war against Omnuipotence 
The God of battles and of justice tells us to defend 
our families, our country, and the rights of eivi- 
ized men. Do we owe Texas nothing? I ask the 
question emphatically, We owe her everything 
When she was standing, a shiverit gs isolated re- 
public—when Great Britain was courung her onthe 
one hand, and France was whispering to her on 
the other, she firmly resisted all their enticements 
and their proffers, and decided to come into te 
arms of the mother country. As Shakspeare says 
of Lady Macbeth, something like this may be said 
to be the feelings of this Government towars 
Texas— 
«1 have given suck, and know 
How tender °tis to Jove the babe that milks me. 


' And this Government will not (to carry the quote 


tion further, slightly modified) * pluck its npr ; 
from the boneless gums” of Texas, or ** dash hei 


|. oeeeg Rng ee 
brains out,”’ by refusing now to sustain her rig 


and her interests. Let us, Mr. Chairman, walk he 
to our plighted faith, and fight for the rights of th 
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untry and of Texas. Is that all we owe her? 
counte! : 1a: . . 
‘n. we owe it to the haliliments of mourning 


Tt) 


1 
Sec and fel] at the murder of Fannin; we owe it 
ro the blood of Crockett, that we should defend 
the soil of ‘Texas and its citizens from Mexican 
invasion. Yes, sir; and this Government may be 
beggared; its coffers may not have a dollar in them; 
but the patriotism of its citizens is enough to col- 
ioct money from divers sources to carry on the 
war. ‘Lhe sisters and wives of those who fell in 
the defeat of Fannin will give their jewelry for 

lets and their locks for bowstrings, if necessary, 
«) prosecute that war. And I would toGod—and 
it is with proper respect Lo the men who oppose 
this war that L say it—that they had stood with 

rs. Dickinson on the heights of the Alamo, when 
ehe saw Crockett struggling in the conflict; when 
che witnessed the sixteen Spaniards fall by his 
brirht steel, and heard—what caused the patriotic 
thrill in her bosom—when Crockett breathed his 
last sigh, that it was responded to by the dying 
vroans of sixteen Spaniards. Yes, we owe 
her much; and we feel this when we consider 
that we have worshipped together with the 
‘Texan people in the same temples—that we 
have been with them, many of them, in the same 
battle-field, in the same court-yard, and in all the 
associations of life. Yes: and we owe something 
to the distinguished leader of their forces at the 
hattle of St. Jacinto: for he, too, was wounded in 
the defence of this country, at the battle of the 
«‘Horseshoe,’’? in the Creek nation. An ‘ un- 
holy’? war? LT should like to know what it would 
require to constitute a holy war. According to the 
laws of nations—according to the rights of nations 

—we are compelled to have war occasionally from 
unavoidable circumstances; and we are fully justi- 
fied in every point of view in prosecuting such war 
for the maintenance of our rights. An **unholy”’ 
war to defend the rizhts of Texas? An “unholy”? 
war to avenge the blood of Cross? An * unholy”? 
war to inflict chastisement on a foe that has in- 
vaded our borders, and threatened to inflict anni- 
hilation wpon our army? That an “unholy” war? 
The denunciation of those gentlemen who thus 
characterize it, will blacken the pages of Ameri- 
can history, only to consign them to disgrace and 
ignominy. 

Sir, when Texas revolted from the Mexican 
Government, she did it in terms strong, yet pru- 
dent; and in the issuing of her manifesto, she 
declared the reasons why she had revolted from the 
Mexican Government. She had become a prov- 
ince of Mexico during the existence of the consti- 
tuted authorities, and the constitutional govern- 
mentof Mexico. But when Santa Annaby misrule 
changed that republican government from its con- 
stitutional form and elements into a military des- 
potism, Texas declared she could no longer, and 
would no longer, associate herself with that por- 
tion of the Government which sustained him: but 
she exhorted the other provinces of the Govern- 
ment, the other States of Mexico, who still adhered 
to the constitutional government, to unite with her 
in bringing back the Government to the constitu- 
tional organization which it occupied before. 1 
may deem it necessary, if I should attempt to write 
out these remarks, to refer to the manifesto issued 
hy the Government of ‘Texas, and | may publish, 
for the satisfaction of those who may read it at 
home, the declaration of independence of Texas; 
also the treaty of peace entered into between Gov- 
ernor Burnett, of Texas, and the constituted au- 
thority of the Mexican Government in the head 


oul 





and person of Santa Anna; and I may publish fur- | 


thermore an extract from the letter of Mr. Clay in 
1844, where he asserts that the claim of the Gen- 
eral Government was right up to the Rio Grande, 
and also extracts from an honorable Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] and from Mr. Madison, 
Mr. Jefferson, and others, to show that our rights 
are ai and are confessed to be so up to the Rio 
Grande. 


The following are some of the extracts referred 
to: 

In 1836, Texas defined her boundary as follows: 

Beginning at the mouth of the Sabine river, and running 


west along the Gulf of Mexico, three leagues from land, to 
the mouth of the Rio Grande, then up the principal stream 


of said river to its source, thence due north to the 42d de- | 


gree of north latitude, thence along the boundary line, as 
defined in the treaty between the United States and Spain, 
to the beginning ; and that the President be, and he is here- 
by, authorized and required to open a negotiation with the 


on the wives, and sisters, and mothers, of 
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Government of the United States of America, so soon as in 
his opinion the publie interest requires it, to ascertain ané 
define the boundary line as agreed upon in the said treaty.” 


Mr. Clay : 7th of April, 
1844, as published in the National Intelligencer: 


says, in his letter of the 


* The United States acquired a tithe to Texas extending, 
as 1 believe, to the Rio del Norte, by the treaty of Louisiana. 
They ceded and relinquished that ttle to Spain by the treaty 
of isi9, by which the Sabine was substituted for the Rio del 
Nort «ts our western hor rdey 

\ rain, the Committee on Porei n Relations of 
the [8th of 
June, 1836, through Mr. Clay, as chairman, unani- 
mously adopted by the Senate, declared that- 


the Senate, in a unanimous report of 


“The recent sigual and splendid victory in whieh that 
portion of the Mexiean army whieh was commanded by 
General Sant: Anna, the President of the Mexiean Govern 
ment, 1a person, Was entirely overthrown with uuexan 
slaughter, compared with the inconsiderable Joss on the 
other side, put to fight, and captured, iucluding among tie 
prisoners the President himeselt, and his =teth may be e 
sidered as decisive of the i ulepe ndence of Texas.’ 
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Resolution recognising the independence of 
Texas, by the Congress of the United States, for 
which Mr. Clay voted: 

* Resolved, That the State of Texas, having estabtiched 
and maintained an independent Government. capable of per 
forming those duties, foreiga and domestic, whieh appertain 
to independent Governments, and it appearing that there is 
no longer any reasouabl prospect of the prosecution of the 
war by Mexico against said State, it is expedient and proper, 
and in conformity with the law of nations, and the practies 
of this Government in like cases, that the independent poli- 
tical existence of said State be acknowledged by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States.” 

Manifesto of Texas on the 7th November, 1835: 

* Whereas General Antonia Lopez de Sauta Anna, and 
other military chiefiains, have, by force of arms, overthrown 
the Federal Constitution of Mexico, and dissolved the social 
compact which existed between Texas and the other mem 
hers of the confederacy: Now, the good people of Texas, 
availing themselves of their natural 
clare— 

“ Hirst. That they have taken up arms in defence of their 
rights and liberties, which were threatened by eneroach 
ments of military despots, and in defence of the republican 
principle of the Federal Constitution of Mexico of 1824. 

** Second. That Texas is no longer, morally or civilly 
bound by the compact of union, yet stimulated by the gene 
rosity and sympathy common toa free people, they offer 
their support and assistance to such of the members of the 
Mexican confederacy as will take up arms against military 
despotism. : 

“ Third. 'That they do not acknowledge that the present 
authorities of the present nominal Mexiean Republic, have 
the right to govern within the limits of Texas. 

* Fourth. ‘That they will not cease to carry on war against 
the said authorities, whilst their troops are in the limits of 
Texas. 

* Fifth. That they hold it to be their right, during the 
disorganization of the federal system, and the reign of des- 
potism, to withdraw from the Union, to establish an inde 
pendent government, or toadoptsueh measures as they may 
deem best calculated to protect their rights and liberties; 
but that they will continue faithful to the Mexiean Govern 
ment, so long as that nation is governed by the constitution 
and laws that were framed for the government of the poli- 
tical association.” 


right, sulemniy de 


After reciting a lone train of grievances, the 
r a : : . fs 
Texans declare their independence in the follow- 
ine bold and patriotic lancnage: 


‘We then took up arms in defence of our national eon 
stitution. We appealed to our Mexican brethren for assist- 
ance; our appeal has been made in vain: though months 
have elapsed, no sympathetic response has vet been heard 
from the interior. Weare, therefore, forced to the melan- 
choly conclusion that the Mexican people have acquiesced 
in the destruction of their liberty, and the substitution there- 
for of a military government; that they are unfit to be free, 
and incapable for self-government. 

“The necessity of self-preservation, therefore, now de- 
erees our eternal political separation. 

“ We therefore, the delegates, with plenary powers of the 
people of Terus, in solemn convention assemb’e, appealing to 
acandid world for the necessities of our condition. do herchy 
resolve and declare, that our politicel connexion with the Mer 
ican nation has forever ended, and that the people of Texes do 
now constitute a free, sovereion, und independent republic ; 


| and are fully invested with all the rights and attributes which 
| properly helons to independent nations; und conscious of the 


rectitude of our intentions, we fearlessly ond confidently submit 
the issue to the Supreme Arbiter of the destiny of nations.’ 


But, sir, (continued Mr. Sims,) this is not the 
question. We have solemnly annexed the Repub- 
lie of Texas m the Government of the United 
States; she asked us to extend our arms of pro- 


| tection to her; we did so; and Iam sorry to state 


that we did it too tardily; and she has come to 
the bosom of our empire; and 1 am as ready 
and as willing to fight for the last acre of ground 
east of the Rio Grande as I would be to vote 
supplies to defend the ancient provinces of Rhode 
Island, Massachusetts, or any other portion of 


| this Union, no matter where it may be. It is 


not for me now to inquire whether this war is 
unholy or unjust. It is enough for me to know 
that it has becun; that the interests of our country, 
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that the honor of our country, that the integrity of 
our territory, that the safety and the lives of our 
soldiers, require to be defended and secured by 
rand sufficient forces on the Rio Grande, and 
t Ise W he ie. 


stron 


I have thus given my opinions on this subject, 
Mr. Chairman, so that no false conclusion ean be 
placed upon my position. In conclusion, I will 
state, that | believe the war is just; and may this 
} © our motto— 

‘In God is our trust: and 
May the star-spangled banner long wave, 
Over the land of the free, and the home of the brave.”’ 


Mr. G. DAVIS obtained the floor, and addressed 
the committee with the more immediate intention 
(he said) of placing on record a few facts for the 
information and consideration of his constitu ney. 

Hie assumed the position that, since the passage 
of the Mexican bill two days avo, war existed fur- 
mally and constitutionally. War had informally 
existed for some time before; and it was a war 
commenced by the President of the United States. 
lie (Mr. D.) laid it down as an irrefragable prin- 
ciple, that the war-making power, In all its phases, 
except as regards the purposes of self-defence, 
Lie assumed that such 
a state of thines as now existed did not exist until 
the march of General Taylor's army to Brazos 
St. lavo—an act done while Congress was in ses- 
sion, upon the President’s own authority and 
responsibility, and in violation, therefore, of the 
constitutional power of Congress to declare war. 
Whether war was necessary, or whether Congress 
would have declared war, if the Executive, in the 
discharee of his dutv, had submitted that question 
to then, was with him (Mr. D.) a matter of minor 
consideration. The ereat point to which he wish- 
ed to direet the attention of the committee and of 
the country was this: that the President had him- 
self commenced and waged a war whilst Congress 
was in session, and without deiening to consult 
them in relation to it. Whether war was intrin- 
sically proper or not, the Executive had assumed 
the function and power of making war, and it was 
for this that he (Mr. D.) arraigned hin. 

Mr. D. now passed on to the question of title to, 
or right of jurisdiction over, the disputed country 
between the Nueces and the Rio Grande. He re- 
cited facts and referred to certain atlases, geogra- 
phies, and other authorities, to show that Tamau- 
linas extended across the Del Norte to the Nueces. 
He traced the political history of Texas and Ta- 
maulipas, through the declaration of independence 
by the former down to the present time, to show 
that Texas had never subjugated the portion of 
country now claimed as a portion of her territory, 
and that she never had any real title to it, notwith- 
standing she had annexed it by a law of her Con- 
If it had been a part of that State, then it 
was the constitutional duty of the President to re- 
pel the Mexicans, if they crossed into it, by all the 
power at his control. He (Mr. D.) admite d that 
a portion of the disputed territory might be a part 
of Texas; but he argued, by reference to various 
expeditions that had been fitted out, and from 
other sources, that Texan laws and authority had 
never had sway at St. lago, or at Point Isabel, and 
other places which he designated as not being a 
portion of Texas at the time she was ceded to the 
United States. All attempts at conquest of that 


rested in Coperess alone. 


fress. 


|| portion of that country had failed; and the idea of 


a mere declaration of right to territory giving it, 
was preposterous, se 

The army had occupied Corpus Christi until 
after the commencement of the present session. 
Subsequently orders were despatched by the Pres- 
ident to General Taylor, instructing him to march 
his army to St. Iago, and thence to the Rio Grande, 
to take position opposite Matamoras. ; Mr. D. re- 
ferred to the course pursued since General lay- 
lor’s arrival there, to the blockade of the mouth of 
the Rio Grande, &c. He contended that these 
proceedings had neither excuse nor necessity; that 
they were acts of war, done by the President 
whilst Congress was in session, in violation of the 
Constitution, which vested in that body the whole 
war-making power. 

He repelled with scorn the obloquy and base im- 
putations which had been heaped upon the Whigs 
for darine to arraign these acts of the Executive. 
He (Mr. D.) denounced these acts as usurpations. 
Whilst he did this, he would vote every man and 
everv dollar asked for the assistance of General 
Taylor. He made a distinction between that offi- 
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cer and the usurper 
this time Creneral ’ 
would gloriously redeem the h 
There was ro man here, or at the other end of the 


Capitol, who was wawitin 


His ord for it, that before 


Vaylor had struck a blow that 
nor of the nation. 


to vote supple « forthe 
army; but the party in power had surreptitiously 
mixed up the two questions of Su) plir s andofa 
declaration of war, by their adoption of an illegal, 
an unconstitutional, and, as he believe d, an unne- 
cessary war. And the future historian would be 
confounded at the fact that mot one Whine in this 
Llouse was allowed to open his li 

He was not afraid of th Mexican war. Like 


on the sulbye  & 


Indian or Spanish eneritia warfare, it might give 





us much annoyance: but that we should 
overrun the country, 1 thet in fact we 

ready overrun the counts thout Matan 

did notdoubt. But when the ene retired to thei 


sand ther fastine wlivi 
which our army would perish, th 


would come. 


morass rpon food upen 
rreat difficulty 
It was not from their swords or thet 
pare hend disaste r, but 
from the malaria and diseases of the country. 

He expressed his conviction that Mr. Polk had 


determined to involve the 


cannon thet we were to 


country in war, and then 
to call on the patriotism of the country to adopt it. 
And he believed that this Mexican war was intend- 
ed merely to school the nation for a more desola- 


ting conflict with Eneland in relation to Oregon. 


lt was by such processes as these that the spirit 
was departing from our institutions, leaving noth- 
ing bat their lifeless, soulless, inanimate form. 
Mr. HUDSON followed. He called attention, 
m the first place, to the nanner in which this war 
had begun. ‘Those members of this House who had 
i to vote as they thouvht, 
to follow their own convictions, had been held up 


had independence enone! 


by several gentlemen on this floor as hypocrites 
traitors, and cowards, l’or 
made no erent boast of hi ; courave or darine, he 
had enouch of it to say, here What 
he believed to be true: and neither the denunciations 
of the gentleman from Hhnois [Mr. Doverass 
vesterday, nor the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. 
‘Tuurman | to-day, would deter him for a single 
moment from speaking his mind freely. What 
opportunity had been afforded to him, or others, 
to express their views before this declaration of 
war was passed? Ele wished to eall attention to 
the fact that this creat question of peace or war 
was not discussed on this floor fora moment—that 
neither Whig nor Democrat spoke a syllable di- 
rectly on that matter. Mr. H. here recapitulated 
what course of proceeding had been in the House 
since the reception of the messare on Monday— 
commenting upon the course of the majority in 
keeping the declaration of war out of view anil 
the time allowed for debate had passed, 

He expressed his concurrence, substantially, in 
the remarks which had been made by the rentle- 
man from Ohio, [Mr. Drevano,]} and the gentleman 
from Kentucky, [Mr. Davis.] He believed that 
the preamble on which this House had voted was 
in every particular false. He did not believe that 
war, In the constitutional sense of the term, did at 
that time exist, nor did he believe that the decla- 
ration of war which had been made was provoked 
by Mexico, Could it he expected that any man 
would solemnly record his name ona de laration 
which he beheved to be untrue? There had, it 
was true, been a collision, but we had no evidence 
that it had been authorized by the Mexican Gov- 
ernment. And he instanced the case of the Caro- 
line. In both cases agvressions and collisions had 
taken place; but that a war authorized by the war- 
making power of either nation existed when the 
House was called upon to vote on the preamble, 
Was utterly untrue. 

But even if he could overlook the manifest dis- 
tinction between a war, in the broad sense of that 
term, and hostilities or collision, he believed that 
the other declaration that this state of things had 
been brought about by the Mexican authorities, 
was wholly destitute of foundation. And this in- 
volved the question of tide to that country. He 
did not intend to go in detail into that argument: 
but that which had been made yesterday by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Doverass] had so 
much assurance about it, so much of advancing 
and retreating, that it had struck his (Mr. H.’s) 
mind as singular. And he answered briefly such 
of the positions of Mr. Dovetass on that point 
as seemed to him (Mr. H.) to have any weight. 


hunself, whilst he 


' : 
or ecisewhere, 


Having done this, he proceeded to show, from the \ 
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action of Congress on the joint resolutions, that 
the question of boundary was left an open ques- 
tion, inasmuch as by one of the provisions, the 
appointment of commissioners to adjust it was au- 
thorized—thereby implying, at all events, that the 
boundary was a question of creat uncertainty. 
But even if we had a clear and indisputable title 
to the boundary of the Rio del Norte, if any reli- 
ince Was to he placed on the accounts which had 
reached us, the United States were still the ag- 
By what right had they blockaded the 
port of Matamoras, or cut off supplies going to the 
Mexican troops? ‘The exact state of facts did not 
ippear from the documents so far as they had 
ween read; but if dependence was to be placed on 
the newspaper statements, the United States had 
} And why had not the Mex- 
can army as good a right to come on this side the 
river, and cut off our supplies, as we had to 
blockade the river, and cut off the Mexican sup- 
plies? General Taylor might just as well have 
opened his batteries, and demolished Matamoras 
To in- 
vade a foreign territory, and cut off its supplies, 


eressors, 


} 


een the areressors. 


atonee, as have cut off those supplies, 


was as much an act of peeression, as attacking 
the enemy in its camp would be. And he con- 
curred in the opinion expressed, that the orders 
civen to General Taylor, under the circumstances 
of the ease, and when Congress was in session, 
were a rreat outracve upon the constitution and 
laws of the land. 

Mr. TH. now proceeded to notice some of the 
extracts read by Mr. Truvraan, in relation to the 
ederalism of the last war, as made to bear upon 
the fourteen nezative votes on the Mexican war 
ill, Some of that immortal number (Mr. H. 
said) had fought the battles of their country during 
hat war. He doubted whether the gentleman 
from Ohio could say as much for himself, or some 
of these who voted for him. But in relation to the 
old Federalists, he (Mr. H.) had nothing to say. 
lie wasa youne man then. His views were all 
on the other side, and he had, for a limited time, 
been in the service of his country. 

Mr. H. replied to the denunciations of Mr. 
Doverass against those who dared to express 
their views on the course of the Administration. 
They would have no effect upon him. He had 
independence enough to speak his views, and he 
desired the respect of no man, either here or among 
his constituents, who would ask him to come for- 
ward, like a sycophant, to register the edicts of 
James K. Polk, because that high functionary, in 
direct violation of the principles of the Government 
and the provisions of the Constitution, had seen 
fit to involve the country in an unnecessary war. 
So far as supplies were concerned, he (Mr. H.) 
would vote for them if necessary. But he denied 
that the bill passed the other day was to rescue 
General Taylor’s army from immediate impend- 
ing peril. And he referred to dates, to the call 
upon the Executives of Texas and Louisiana for 
volunteers, &c., to show that troops for the relief 
of the army were about to embark, and that their 
fate, one way or the other, would have been sealed 
long before any supplies under the bill of Con- 
eress could reach them. It was not, therefore, to 
supply the army in its exigency, that that bill 
had been passed, but to put at the disposal of the 
President 50,000 men, and ten millions of dollars, 
to prosecute a war, and to invade and chastise 
Mexico. 

In conclusion, he adverted to this war as one of 
the predicted fruits of that measure of annexation, 
whose avowed purpose (as expressed by Mr. Cal- 
houn, Mr. Upshur, and others) was the extension 
and perpetuation of slavery. Whilst he would not 
interfere with that institution in the States, never, 
by any act or vote of his, should it be brought into 
being in a State where it had not before existed. 

Mr. 8S. JONES said he regretted exceedingly 
that they could not go into the consideration of 
rendering supplies to the army of the United States 
in time of war without the question of slavery being 
lugged into the discussion. And he must confess, 
that it seemed to him from the last three or four 
speeches they had heard, that it would be out of 
order to discuss the question before the House in 
reality, and that they were necessarily compelled to 
follow these gentlemen, to show the shifts, the sub- 
terfuges, the devices they have to resort to for the 
purpose of protecting themselves in acourse which 
they know to be contrary to their duty and the in- 
terests of the country. 
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On the question of slavery he should leave the 
gentleman; he should not expect to convert 
nor that the gentleman would convert others, 

The question of the annexation of Texas was 
not before the House. It had been annexed. lt 
was an integral part of the Union; it stands as 
much ander the protection of the flag of the United 
States as Massachusetts herself—the ‘Old Bay 
State.’’ Would to God that her sons remembered 
the spirit of their fathers, and the lesson dictated 
from their example m time of trouble and danzer. 
to stand by the flag of their coantry, and die in jt 
defence if need be! 

With the question of slavery he would not jn. 
terfere. He would only say that it was an instity- 
tion put upon them, and for the mere purpose of 
gain, by the ancestors of those who were now in- 
terfering with it, and in defiance of the feelings, 
wishes, and interests of the southern States. And 
he would say further, that the black slaves of the 
South would compare in all respects—were as wel} 
fed, and well clothed—as the white slaves of the 
North; and that there were no paupers among them 
While this continned to be the case, let them con- 
fine their efforts of chanze at home, and when they 
had there satisfied every object of charity, they 
would then receive them as missionaries at the 
South. 

But the immediate question under consideration 
was the question of supplies of the army of the 
United States in time of war; and the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. G. Davis] said there was no 
war, and almost in the next breath he says there is 
war. 

Mr. G. DAVIS was understood to say that he 
said no such thine. 

Mr. JONES was happy to be corrected. He 
understood the gentleman from Kentucky, then, to 
believe, with him, that there isa war. And how 
did he ascertain that fact? If he understood right 
ly, (for he was not here in the debate on Monday 
the gentleman said there was no war. 

Mr. DAVIS (Mr. J. again yielding) said he had 
declared, as distipetly as language could make 1, 
that there was informal war. The distinction he 
drew was between formal war and informal war. 

Mr. JONES did not understand what the gentle- 
man meant by * informal’? war. He understood 
the gentleman to object to the preamble of the bill 
that had passed into a Jaw, on the ground that it 
declared there was a war. 

Mr. DAVIS. No. The gentleman misrepre- 
sents me. I voted against the preamble because it 
declares that war was begun by Mexico. 

Mr. JONES (resuming) was perfectly satisfied to 
receive the gentleman’s explanation. He under- 
stood the gentleman to-day to say it was the United 
States that had commenced the war, by sending 
our army to the Rio Grande, by invading the ter- 
ritory beyond the Nueces. Was he right or wrong 
now? 

Mr. DAVIS. Right. 

Mr. JONES further commented upon the incon- 
sistency of the gentleman’s position to-day and on 
the former day, and on the inconsistency between 
Mr. D. and Mr. Hupson, who had said that he 
agreed entirely in the position taken by his friend, 
{Mr. Davis.] 

But it was contended by both these gentlemen 
that we do not possess this country—that the ter- 
ritory between the Nueces and the Rio Grande 18 
not an integral part of Texas. It is true that there 
was amember in the Legislature of Texas trom 
that part of the country. It was true, it forms 4 
part of a congressfonal district, the Representative 
from which is already elected, and soon to take 
his seat in this Hall. “But what of that? It was 
true, that when Texas separated herse)f from 
Mexico and declared herself independent, she 
claimed to the Rio Grande. But what of that? It 
was true, that by her constitution and her laws, 
she exercised jurisdiction to the Rio Grande. But 
what of that? It might be true, that the venerable 
gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Apams,} 
when connected with another department ot the 
Government, contended that the Province of Texas 
extended to the Rio Grande. It was true that Mr. 
Madison contended for it,.-and that Mr. Monroe 
contended for it. But what of that? It was true, 
that Texas was received as an integral part of this 
Union, when she claimed to the Rio Grande. But 
what of that? That Congress had extended our 
jurisdiction to the Rio Grande, and that it had 
made a port of entry within that territory. But 
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what of that? We have men, laws, jurisdiction, 


and possession there, and all that will not consti- 
tute, in the opinion of some gentlemen, a title to 
that country! : : 

He had heard of a _— delivered in the other 
end of the Capitol. e was told that it was not 
in order to mention names. it it was, he would 
say it was by Mr. Johnson, of Maryland—a speech 
which made his heart thrill with joy, when he said 
it was a part of the United States, recognised as 
such; and that we are bound to defend it. And 
he would to God that those of the same party with 
the gentleman would echo that sentiment! 

But we are told that Mr. Polk brought on this 
war. He was not now careful in the inquiry 
whether he did; but supposing, for the sake of ar- 
eument, that he did, did that warrant us in with- 
holding supplies in order ** to prosecute it to a 
successful issue ?”? No. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Hup- 
son] says he will not say that he will go with his 
country under all circumstances. Mr. J. would not 
say that he ought to; but he would say he was 
sorry for him. He was sorry to hear any Ameri- 
can—any citizen of the United States—any citizen 
of the **Old Bay State,’ say that he would not say 
that he would go with his country right or wrong. 
There never Was a more patriotic sentiment, which 
fell from any honest man, than that which was ut- 
tered by Commodore Decatur. It finds a response 
in every honest heart. It is true to itself, true to 
our country, and true to God. 

The gentleman likened Mr. Polk to Cesar, to 
Bonaparte, and to Cromwell. So far as this war 
was concerned, he hoped the comparison would 
prove true. With Cesar, it was veni, vidi, vici. 
Would to God this might be the case with the ar- 
my led on by Mr. Polk! Cromwell never appeared 
a the head of his forces, unless victory crowned 
his efforts. May that be the fate of the armies of 
the country, led on by Mr. Polk! 

[The Speaker resume? the chair informally, and 
a message was received trom the Senate, commu- 
nicating their action on several bills. ] 

And, Mr. Chairman, (continued Mr. J.,) as long 
as Bonaparte fought the battles of freedom for his 
country, and not for his ambition, the sun of Aus- 
terlitz shone on his path, and lighted him to victory. 
I hope the army of Mr. Polk will follow the exam- 
ple of Bonaparte, to a war led on by General Tay- 
lor, or another General, equally brave and equally 
successful. 

But the gentleman told them he had done some 
firhting, having been in the service a limited time. 
Mark the words, a ‘‘ limited” time. How was it 
limited? Was it by the line of Massachusetts? If 
so, he envied not the laurels acquired by him in his 
military service. 

But the gentleman said that before these volun- 
teers, Whom we authorized to be raised, could 
reach the field of action, such was General Tay- 
lor’s position, (and the gentleman seemed to be 
glad that he was in such a perilous situation,) that 
he would either be rescued by the aid of troops 
from the southern section of the country, or would 
have perished, Suppose that to be the fact, did 
we not, nevertheless, need these volunteers (to use 
the language of the act) ‘ to prosecute the war to 
a successful termination ?”’ 

Mr. J. did not mean, on this occasion, to be the 
eulogist of Mr. Polk; but he should have been 
equally ready to have defended Mr. Clay, had he 
taken such a course. Is there an honest heart in 
the nation, asked he, that has not leaped beyond its 
usual limits in consequence of the threats, the re- 
proaches, the indignity hurled upon this Govern- 
ment by Mexico? And had it not been the com- 
mon remark in private circles that, as she is a poor 
unbecile nation, we would bear more from her than 
we otherwise would, and that we could not with- 
out resistance have submitted to so much from 
Great Britain without disgrace? This had been 
the language used; and now, after this long series 
of aggression and insults, we were told that Mr. 
Polk had plunged us into a war! Good God, what 
a plunge !—after water was thrown upon hir, that 
he was overwhelmed in it! General Taylor was 
Sent to the border of the United States with strict 
instructions against aggression—to let them bully, 
but to return no attack—to carry no war into Mex- 
ico—into Africa he had almost said; for there we 
would have to fight with them. He supposed the 
gentleman from Massachusetts wanted to throw a 
little sneer into the ingredients of the cup he had 
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administered to his southern brethren. I tell him 
we have no fears of this kind; and without boast- 
ing of the bravery of the slave States, I say we 
have troops enough to make slaves of all the black 
regiments sent there, and those who may choose 
toaidthem. If Mr. Polk had not sent our troops 
to our frontier, one general burst of indignation 
would have risen against him from all quarters of 
the land. He would have been called a poor era- 
ven wretch, and we should have heard again that 
he was the son of atory. No; Mr. Polk had pur- 
sued the path of prudence, of wisdom, and, as he 
believed, of bravery. He had placed the army of 
the United States on the frontier where war might 
come, and he had placed the navy of the United 
States to furnish it with supplies and protect it. 

But the gentleman said he would not vote for 
the preamble, because it contained a lie; and yet 
he says the taking a Mexican schooner which had 
supplies for the army was an act of war. 

The gentleman says that the President, in 
his message, had falsified the facts, because there 
had been no actual war; and yet he admits, in the 
course of his remarks, that many acts of war had 
been committed. The President has sent the troops 
to the Rio Grande for the defence of the country. 
Those who believe as he did, that the country east 
of the Rio Grande belonged to the United States, 
and not to Mexico, would approve of that act and 
clory in its responsibility. But the Mexican forces 
had made an attack upon us, and thereupon the 
President had proposed the recognition of the war, 
and means to prosecute it, and there was glory in 
that responsibility. 

General Jackson had suspended the habeas corpus 
act upon his own responsibility, and had thereby 
saved the country. Some had attempted to palli- 
ate his conduct, and to say that he did not violate 
the Constitution; but he (Mr. J.) said that he did 
violate it, and that he would have been a traitor to 
his country if he had not done so to save his coun- 
try by the act. That responsibility was a high 
duty which he took upon himself. When the 
judge hesitated to pronounce upon the case—when 
General Jackson found him trembling and hesita- 
tine—then General Jackson said, Pronounce the 
sentence! and the same arm which protected the 
country will protect your authority. 

Mr. Polk’s war was talked about, and he might 
well glory in the responsibility of the step he had 
taken. He could tell the gentlemen who opposed 
this measure that they would have occasion to 
recret it, and that they would be elad that the 
waters of oblivion should cover their speeches; and 
some of them would also be glad that their votes 
should be hidden from the light. One of the gen- 
tlemen who preceded him had said that the Whigs 
had been calumniated, and that the Democrats 
ought not to place them in opposition to the war. 
He regretted to say that their acts spoke their con- 
demnation. The Democrats mourned over them 
as brothers, and did not seek to fix any stigma 
upon them; and he would say that their language, 
stinging as it was to us, did not in all cases imply 
that they would vote against the supplies for the 
country in time of war, as some did in 1812. 

We (said Mr. J.) would strew upon their beds 
no thorns, if they would now lay down their op- 
position and heartily aid in driving from the coun- 
try the enemies who had invaded it. On ordinary 


| occasions, it was the right and the duty of every 


man to speak freely his mind upon all public 
subjects; but in regard to a foreign country 
there should be no appearance of any division. 
He did not believe that there would be any re- 
sponse from any part of the country to the declara- 
tion which had been made here, that this was an 
unjust war. He knew that these gentlemen would 
not withhold the supplies, for they did not dare to 
do it; and if they did, he would tell them, as had 
once been remarked, to go home and meet the 
looks of their constituents, which would plainly 
tell them that they had done wrong. 

Mr. STEWART here asked whether the causes 
of the war had not existed before the President 
submitted them to Congress, and before the army 
was sent to its present position opposite to Mata- 
moras? 

Mr. JONES. What causes? His sending the 
army to the Rio Grande? 

Mr. STEWART. Was it not the President’s 
duty to submit the facts to Congress? 

Mr. JONES remarked, that these causes had not 
existed, or were not known to the President prior 
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to the advices which led to his Message. Did the 
President know that the Mexican army had cross- 
ed the river? Did he know that Thornton’s com- 
mand had been cut off? He should not attempt 
to shield the President; but there was no charge 
against him for any dereliction of duty either ina 
civil or military point of view. ‘Taking up every 
question that was presented in his Message, it 
would be found that there was no hiding, but that 
everything was explicitly and fearlessly set forth, 
He had sent a messenger of peace to Mexico, and 
after it had been promised that he should be re- 
ceived, he was turned back. He remained longer 
upon another promise, and again his prepositions 
were reje eted, Then he demanded his passports. 
Had not this been known to the country? Was 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania asleep? or was 
he preparing for the national fair, that he had not 
made himself acquainted with these facts? ‘The 
President had done his duty in asking for means 
to prosecute the war, which had already been com- 
nie need by Mexico. 

He was not an advocate of war; but there was 
no man in his State—none in any of the States 
near the scene of action—who did not heartily 
respond to the President’s message. He did not 
beheve that there was a man in Ohio who would 
falter in his duty upon this occasion. Tle would 
not qualify his remark even as to some members 
from that State in this House. ‘There was but one 
fee ling in the country on this subject, and that was 
to carry the war into Mexico, and to march even 
to the Halls of the Montezumas, and there to make 
peace. And he would say, so far as his opinion 
was concerned, without hesitation, that he would 
do what England had done in China—inake the 
enemy pay the expenses of the war. Year after 
year had passed, while Mexico had committed 
outrages upon the persons and property of our 
citizens, and new insults had been added in char- 
ging us with taking their territory, and by rejecting 
our Minister, and still this was talked of as an un- 
just war. We had done all that we could do to 
avoid this war. It was our interest and feeling to 
do so. We wished to wait until they were equal 
with us in intelligence and in love of liberty, pro- 
vided we could, and in the meantime protect our 
selves from their outrages. 

Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, took the floor. 

The bill was then laid aside informally. 


FORTIFICATION BILL. 


And, on motion of Mr. McKAY, the bill making 
appropriations for certain fortifications of the Uni- 
ted States (which had been returned from the Sen- 
ate with two amendments) was taken up, 

And the amendments were concurred in. 

The committee then rose and reported. 

And the House concurred with the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union in the 
amendments of the Senate to the fortification bill. 


SAPPERS AND MINERS. 


Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bills, reported correct the bill to provide for 
the organization of a corps of sappers, miners, 
and pontoniers. 

Also, in another part of the day, the joint reso- 
lution to correct a clerical error in the bill to supply 
deficiencies in certain appropriations. 

The House then adjourned. 


IN SENATE. 
Fripvay, May 15, 1846. 

The Journal having been read— 

Mr. aoe: the petition of the assignee 
of Taylor, Little, & Co., late merchants in the 
city of New York, praying to be allowed interest 
on certain duties illegally exacted by the collector 
of that port and refunded by order of the Secre- 


| tary of the Treasury; which was referred to the 


Committee on Finance. 

Mr. SIMMONS presented two petitions of citi- 
zens of Rhode Island, praying that the pilot law 
of March 2d, 1837, may not be repealed; which 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. S. also presented a resolution, passed by 
the Legislature of Rhode Island, in favor of the 
passage of the bill now before the Senate providing 
for the settlement of French spoliation claims ; 
which was laid on the table, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Mr. CAMERON presented the proceedings of 
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a meeting of citizens of Philadelphia, tendering to 
the Government their services in bringing to a 
conejusion the hostilities between the United States 
and the Republic of Mexico; which were read, 
and orders d te »> he on the table. 

Mr. CAMERON said that there were twenty 
thousand persons present; that men of all parties 
had forrottentheir political predilections, and come 
torvether to sustain the country in its emergency. 


etine had been held within sight of the 


building in which was signed that great charter of 
human ri TIS, the Dec] imation of liudependence: 
and he wa riad to say that the spirit of °76 still 
remained there, outsiana had first stepped out 


nobly to offer her troops and her money to aid the 


country in the approaching contest; and he felt 
prou lof the vectacle presented by the ereat ently 
of his native State, assembling her sons, without 
aoa enting voice, to sustain the constituted 
therittices in thew vindication of the riehts and the 
honer of the nation Pennsylvania (he said) had 
a musterea of two hundred and thirty thousand 
mitellicent and hardy militia, and she has a volun 
ey force of. thirty-two thousand men, armed, 
equipped, and drilled, ready for the field—every 
one of whom, he pledged himself, would be ready 
to march at the first tap of the dram, if the country 
wuld need their servi . He would not detract 
from the merits of other States, allof whom would 
trive to be foremost in the race of patriotism; but 
if the war should continue, he ventured to say that 
the unpretendinge State which he had the honor in 
part to represent would, as she had twice done 
before, viy more men and more mone y to the 


cause of our common country than ever was eiven 


ry any other State in the Union. No man would, 
in that State, inquire about the cause of the war, 
but all would pours the tandard of the country , to 
i to a eedy and honorable termination. 
Pennsylvania would show to the world that she 


id in her mountains and her valleys ** coal enough 
to warm all her friends, and iron enourh to cool 
heenemles of her co intry.’’ 

Vir. LEWIS presented the memorial of Robert 
Jones and James Bowen, praying the repayment 


oft certain du es alleced to have been ille rally ex- 
acied by the col lector of the port of New York; 
1 was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. PREESE presented the petition of Stephen 
R. Rowan, late 
neetown, Hlinois, praying to be discharged from a 
lability fora sum of public money of which he 
was robbed while on his way to make deposite in 
the Louisville Savings Institution, in Kentucky; 
which was referred to the Committee of Claims. 


receiver of public moneys atShaw- 


EXPLANATORY. 
Vir. WEBSTER called attention to a correction 


vhich he wished to make in the printed report of 
his remarks vesterday. He had said, that in look- 
j over the vote on a bill passed in 1836, he did 


not see the honorable Senator’s [Mr. SEVIER’S | 
name in the nays, not ree ollec ting at the time the 
entleman Ww is nota member of the Senate. lle 
iad also said that he believed, amon the appoint- 
pent m ace by Mr. Tyler, the re Was some Dot 
: ‘Senator from Arkan- 
is. lle wished then to say that he referre d 


thre appomtme it of Rom. political friends of the 


} } 
tLaere the ra enrrer ible to the 


entleman’s, the remark having no reference to 


himeeli. 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Vir. W. also submitted the following resolution; 
\ i hh wi ' ed Lo: 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Judiciary 
he instructed to inquire into the expediency of pro- 
idiag by law for continuing in force the several 
ts heretofore passed for the relief of insolvent 
debtors of the United States. 


Mr. ARCHER submitted a resolution, which, 
having been amend d by Mr. Turney, was agreed 
to, as follows 

Resolved Tl iat the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of pro- 

ding by law for a change in the time of holding 
district courts of the United 
‘tates, holden at Richmond and Norfolk, in the 

vie of Virzinia, so that the former instead of com- 
meneing on the 13th day of May, may commence 
on the second Monday in —_ in each year; and 
the latter instead of being 


t pring terms of th 


Viav. may commence on the second Monday in 
June in each year; and that they also inquire into 





held on the 30th day of 


the expediency of changing the time of holding the 
spring term of the district court for the district of 
East Tennessee, at Knoxville. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. PENNYBACKER, from the Committee of 
Claims, submitted an adverse report upon the pe- 
tition of John Hulbert; which was ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Oilice, reported a bill in addition 
to, and amendment of, the several acts to promote 
the progress of the useful arts; and moved that one 
thousand additional copies of said bill be printed 
for the use of the Senate; which motion was 
arreed to. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, announcing that he had signed 
and approved the bill to organize a company of 
sappers, miners, and pontomers 

\ message was received from the Flouse, an- 
nouneing that said House had concurred in the 
Senate amendment to the bill making appropria- 
tions for certain eee of the United States, 
for the year ¢ ndine the 30th June, 1847. 

GENERAL ORDERS OF THE DAY. 

The Senate considered the adverse report of the 
Sea on Pensions on the petition of Marga- 
Heyland: which report was concurred in. 

lso the adverse report of the Committee on Pen- 
sions on the petition of Hezekiah Wingate; which 
report was concurred in. 

lso the adverse report of the Committee on Pen- 
sions on the petition of Thomas Hall; which report 
Was coneurred in. 

Also the adverse report of the Committee on Pen- 
sions upon the petition of James Updike; which re- 
port was concurre d in. 

MOUNTED RIFLEMEN. 

On motion of Mr. DIX, the Senate resumed the 
consideration of the motion submitted by Mr. 
\ncuer, for a reconsideration of the vote by which 
the Senate concurred in the report of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, recommending that 
the Senate should not agree to the amendment of 
the Hlouse of Representatives, to the bill provi- 
ding for the raising of a reziment of mounted rifle- 
men, and the establishment of military posts on 
the route to Oregon, directing that the officers of 
the said regiment shall be taken from the recular 
line of the army. 

Mr. ARCHER arcued at length in favor of the 
principle of making the appointments from the of- 
ficers of the army inste ad of the ranks of Execu- 
tive favoritisin. 

Mr. DIX said he desired to state the reasons 
which had induced him to concur in the report of 
the committee. ‘he Senate had passed a bill cre- 
ating a regiment of mounted riflemen, leaving the 
power of appointment in the Executive unrestrict- 
ed. The House of Representatives had amended 
it by requiring the new regiment to be oflicered 
from the line of the army. The Committee on 
Military Affairs recommend that the Senate should 
not concur in this amendment; or, in other words, 
that the power of selection should be left unrestrict- 
ed. ‘This had, he believed, been the uniform prac- 
tice of the Government in the organization of new 
corps of the line. ‘The practice of the Executive, 
he believed, had been to appoint the new officers 

partly from the army, and partly from private life. 
Me had no knowledge of the views of the Presi- 
dent, and certainly would not presume to prejudge 
them; but took it for granted the usual practice 
would be followed in this case. He had no inten- 
lion to argue the constitutional question, which 
had been raised with regard to the power of Con- 
eress to restrict i:xecutive power of nomina- 
tion. But it was quite clear, as had been said by 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, [Mr. Benrow,] that if we could restrict the 
right to the line of the army as proposed by this 
bill, or to the staff of the army, or to the whole 
body of the army, we might restrict it to a regi- 
ment, or even a company. ‘The Senator from 
Virginia himself, [Mr. Arcner,} while claiming 
the power, was of the opimion that, in restricting 
it to the line of the army, the House of Repre- 
sentatives had limited it unwisely, and he pro- 


posed to enlarge it by embracing all the corps of 


the army. But on grounds of expediency, Mr. 
D. believed the restriction unwise. There was, 





=a 15, 


in truth, no surplus of officers in the arn 
had been stated on the other side. [rt is wey 
known, that when the army was reduced iy) | | , 
large number of ojlicers, in p roporuion to the 


' 
and file, was retained for the EXPTESS Purposy oar 
maintaining a basis for future enlareement }) Se 
of emergency. It was in this respect, jy | 

might so style it,a skeleton army. But, suhe 

quently,a larvce number of officers had ber N select 
ed and detached from the line of the army, sv tee 


= proportion of officers performing duty jp ¢) 
line did not exceed the proper proportion fi, 
war establishment. 


It is true there were atta 


hed 


to the different regiments about fifty brevet 
tenants awaiting vacancies. But the officers y 
drawn from the line for staff and special duty 
were far more numerous. [Mr. Cass here sas 
105.| ‘They were, then, about double. Ay all 
events, he could say there Were no supernumeraries 
ctually performing duty in the line of the arn, 
note if the new regiment were to be officered fj mn 


the existing establishment, it would be necessary 
to fill up the vacancies, in order to make the pros 
portion of officers to men what it ought to by 
This proportion, he supposed, ought to be one ¢ 
about twenty. Now, Congress had a few days 
before passed a bill authorizing the Preside) | 
increase the number of privates in a company to 
one hundred men. This was the war esta! 
ment; and if the authority should be exercised, 
the proportion of officers would fall far below uy 
proper standard. He believed, that in no or 
ganization of the army, the proportion of officers 
of the line to privates had fallen short of one to 
twenty-five; and it had often exceeded it. In Ge 
eral Washington’s time—as early, he believed 
1795—cadets were attached to artillery companies, 
in addition to the usual quota of compar ny offic rs, 
making a very large proportion ; for the number of 
private s in those e ompanies was exceedingly 
ited, though he did not recollect precisely what it 
was. On the whole, therefore, he did not belies. 
that any augmentation of the rank and file co 
be made—not merely to one hundred privates 
but even to sixty- four or eighty—without rend 
ing necessary a proportionate ‘increase of officers 
of the line. The Senator from Virginia had stated 
that this was a question between the claims of 
oflicers of the army and individuals in private 

He could not coneur with the Senator. HE: 
quite sure the officers of the army did not so regard 
it. He had conversed with several of them, and 
they all concurred in the opinion that, so far as the 
general interests of the service was coneerned, thy 
proposed restriction was inexpedient. He believed 
if the question were left to them, they would not 
decide in favor of a restriction at variance with 
the usual practice. 

In conclusion, Mr. D. said he would only add 
that, under any view he could take, he deemed the 
course of the Senate a plain one—to coneur with 
the recommendation of the Committee on Military 
Affairs, not to concur in the amendment of the 
House, and leave the power of selection unre 
stricted. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN said he took a somewhat 
ditierent view from that of the majority of the com- 
mittee, who had dissented from the amendment of 
the House. The House proposed that the officers 
of these two regiments should be appointed from 
the army. The Senate, by its bill, insisted that 
they should be appointed from the mass of the 
people. ‘That was the difference. The question 
was, Whether they would limit the appotutine 
of these oflicers to the present line of the army, or 
not? He would not pretend to go intoa de - 
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| sion of the constitutional question on this subject, 


as to the power of the Senate of the United States 
in the organization of these new regiments. ‘The 
organic law of the army—which undoubtedly they 
had a right to pass—confined the President of the 
United States to a regular order of promotion. 
When a vacancy occurred in the army, by death 
resignation, or otherwise, the President could n 
go at large into the country, and take any one 


pleased to fill the vacant office. And why? BF 


cause the organic law, which they had establis! 


'ed as a necessary part of the discipline and ef! 


ciency of the army, required that vacancy to be 
filled sities to a regular and presc ribed order 
of succession; and they insisted on its scruptu- 


| lous observance in all the nominations made be- 


fore them; and instances occurred every day 1! 
which this limitation was enforced upon the Pres- 
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ident, and no deviation from it was, in any case, 
ne rmitted, And yet they were now to be told that 
the power of the President was arbitrary, abso- 
lute, and unregulated ; and that Congress can ex- 
ercise no voice In carrying out its own policy, nor 
pre scribe any rules for the organization ot its Own 
nemvy! Surely not. His friend from Virginia re- 
ferred to various Instances in which such appoint 
ments had been made; and in all cases the Presi- 
Jent had been obliged to make them from the line 
of the army. So it was with the quartermasier’s 
department, the topographical engineers, and so 
also with several of the naval bureaus. He took 
it that the power of Congress in that respect was 
eettied and established. If it were not, it would 
be a grave question indeed, and deserve much con- 
sideration. He took it for granted, then, that the 
question now Was entirely one of expediency, 
which might be as well determined without any 
arcument. He had heard with some surprise the 
assertion of the honorable gentleman from New 
York, (Mr. Drx,] that the officers of the army did 
not approve of confining the appointments to the 
officers of the army. It would be very strange if 
they approved of that, when their own promotion, 
their own rank—always dear to the soldier—was 
so intimately connected with this provision of the 
bill. There might be here and there an eccentric 
officer of strange and peculiar opinions upon the 
subject, but he was confident that the general opin- 
ion of the army was different from that represent- 
ed by the Senator. but he (Mr. C.) did not go 
upon the ground of what the army wished, or what 
it did not wish. He went upon another considera- 
tion: what was best for the public service ?—and 
what was most likely to render these regiments 
eflicient? He went upon the consideration, wheth- 
er it was best to give uneducated troops unedu- 
cated officers, or the reverse. He was also sur- 
prised to learn that the army did not furnish a 
superabundance of officers sufficient to supply the 
vacancies. And yet the Senator told them of a 
skeleton army as regarded privates and an army 
of officers! And yet there was nota superfluity 
of officers sufficient to supply a single regiment! 
‘That was strange indeed. 

Mr. DLX explained, that a large number of offi- 


cers had been withdrawn from the line for special | 


service. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Well, the actual num- 
ber of the brevet lieutenants is sixty or seventy. 
Mr. DIX stated that the number had been re- 
duced since last January. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Well, they might rise 
and fall according to circumstances, but he sup- 
posed that number might be calculated on, or 
more, as they would remain in the service if a fair 
prospect of promotion and employment was af- 
forded them. Say that they would have tifty bre- 
vet lieutenants, and that, with the redundant staff, 
gave an army of oflicers. He did not exactly ap- 
prove of the amendment of the House, which con- 
fined these new appointments to the line of the 
army; Which, according to its technical construc- 
tion, as he understood, included the staff, the com- 
missariat department, the quartermaster’s depart- 
ment, and the topographical engineers, in the latter 
of which departments there was such a superabun- 
dance of officers that they were ready to go any- 
where, and assist private enterprise in railroads and 
canals,and everything else of the sort. Indeed, they 
actually had at that momenta colonel of topographi- 
eal engineers, seated upon the banks of the Ohio 
river to overlook snags, and superintend that dan- 
gerous navigation! and he a most excellent officer, 
too—a most excellent officer; and yet, in the face of 


all this, the skeleton army was to be left, and new | 


officers chosen from the ranks of the people, to be 
appointed to these new regiments! He trusted that 
if the Senate agreed to reconsider this subject, the 
amendment of the House would be itself amended, 
and that instead of saying ‘* the line of the army,”’ 
it should be enacted that the appointments be made 
from “the army,’’ so that if there were a merito- 
rious sergeant in the ranks, he should have a fair 
chance of that honorable promotion which his 
merit deserved. In that way the new regiments 
would be officered by competent men, and inexpe- 
rienced troops would not be sent into the field with 
officers as green and inexperienced as themselves. 

Mr. CASS then rose, and read the following 
aper, containing a series of questions submitted 
'y him to the Adjutant General, with the replies of 
that officer: 
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inswers to the inderrogatories of the Hon. Lewis Cass, 
of the United States Senate, retutive to the i my of the United 
States.—{ April 20, 1846. } 

l. * Number of companies in the army ?” 

Answer, One hundred and forty—viz 
of artillery, and SU of infautry.—{[ Sec 
ister, pp. 38, 59. ] 

2. * Number of captains ?"—[ Vide Army Register, p. 26 } 
-Tnswer. [tis presumed Utis question is net intended t 
embrace all the captains in the army, as well those of the 
stall corps us those belonging to regiments, but has refer 
ence Only to the batter, the number of which is l40, or one 
per company.—{See Army Register, * Organizativa,”’ pp. 

wo, oo J 

3. © Number of first lieutenants ?” 

“inswer. (With the same undersianding as to the seeond 
quesuon,) Lol—viz: ¥L* of dragoons, 5U of atillery, and 80 
of infantry. ; 

4. * Number of second lieutenants ?” 

Answer. (With the same restriction as above,) LAL, viz: 
21* of dragoons, 40 of artillery, and 60 of infantry. 

5. * Number of brevet second lieutenants? — 

elus er. Tre law allows one per Company, which would 
amount to 1:0; but this number has never been equalled 
The number attached to the regiments at this date is 00, 
viz: 6 of dragoons, 19 of artillery, and SS of intaaty. 

6. © The number of platoon (t. e@. company) Otiicers on 
staffand extra duty 7” 

Inswer. There were, at the end of 1845, 165, (brevet sex 
ond lieutenants being included ia the designation.) In this 
number the four adjutants of aruilery aud eight of imaniry 
are counted, they not being available ton Company duty. 
For further iniormation on this subject see page 44 of Reg 
ister. 

7. * Average number of officers sick and on furlough?’ 

Answer. This number may be set down as about one to 
every two coimpanies. By the regimental returns, tie whol 
number of company olficers sick and on furlough at the end 
of January last was 62; aud this, it is presumed, is a pretty 
fair aveiage. 

8. * Nuwber of officers serving with their companie 

Ansuer. ltis presumed this question has retercice to the 
number of company oflicers present for duty with their com 
panies. This nwinber was 625, or about 2) per company,on 
the 8ist of January last. This includes the brevet second 
heutenants. 

9. ** Number of supernumerary cadets ?” 

Answer. Itis supposed this question has reference to the 
number of brevet second lieutenants. If so, the answer to 
the Sth interroygatory embraces it—being 60. 

10. ** Number of cadets that will graduate in June?” 

‘Auswer. ‘There are 60in the present first class, ail of whom, 
itis probable, will graduate. 

il. ** Average number of cadets required to fill vacancies 
in the army?” 

Alasv er. It is thought 30 per annum would be a fair ave- 
rage—t. e. 30 is the average number of vacancirs. 

12. ** How many men are there in the American army to 
each company officer actually doing duty with his com- 
pany ??? 

Jnswer. The number of enlisted men allowed by law to 
the 149 companies of dragoons, artillery, and iniantry, is 
7,540; and assuming the number of officers stated in the an- 
swer to the 8th question (325) to be about the average nui 
ber present for duty, the proportion desired would be as 
53 i -5 to i. 

From the foregoing statement, it will be seen that the num 
ber of captains and subaiterns, including brevet second lieu 
tenants, (attached by law, act 20th April, 1812, section 4, as 
* supernuimeraries”? or the lowest grade,) serving with the 
troops, is Only 325, being 95 less than the complement of 
company officers provided by the organic law. It theretore 
follows, that so far from these being “ supernumerary”? offi 
cers for duty wits the troops, as has been sometimes assert 
ed, there is actually a deticieney. 

R. JONES, Adjutant General. 

To the Hon. Mr. Cass, of the Senate. 

Arri 21, 1846. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN regarded the brevet lieuten- 
ants as supernumerary officers. ‘The law provided 
for that class of officers in order to retain the means 
of keeping up a supply of educated officers, but not 


20 of dragoons, 40 


* Orgaumzation, > Rez 


because they were necessary to the organization of 


the army. They had a rank, and were attached to 
the service, merely for the purpose of retaining 
them, and therefore they were strictly supernume- 
raries. ‘They did the duty assigned to other ofii- 
cers. It might be said they were not supernume- 
raries. ‘The question was, could they be spared ? 
He had always regarded them as occupants of su- 
pernumerary offices, created for them. These 
sixty cadets alone, if no draft were made on the 
redundant corps of staff officers, would be sufficient 
to supply the new regiments. 

Mr. ARCHER replied to the Senators from 
New York {Mr. Dix] and Michigan, [Mr. Cass,]} 
reiterating nis former arguments against the amend- 
ment, 

Mr. BERRIEN read a passage from a message 
of Mr. Monroe, bearing on the subject under dis 
cussion, against the placing restrictions on the 
President. The Senate on that occasion disagreed 
with the doctrine of Mr. Monroe, and enacted that 
Congress had the right, and no executive power 
* Nore.—In dragoon regiments, one first lieutenant, and 
one second lieutenant, are allowed for each company, and 
in addition an adjutant (who may be of other grade) for 
the regiment. In the first dragoons, the adjutant is a first 
lieutenant. In the second regiment he is a second lieu- 
) tenant. 
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had been delecated. 
principle was fixed. 
Mr. WESTCOTT wished to know how the re- 
dundancy of forty-one lieutenants had occurred. 
Mr DIX explained; but in a tone not audible in 
the gallery. 
Mr. DAYTON thought that an additional num- 
ber of officers was needed. The ditlieulty was in 


It appeared to him that the 


the means of furnishine the new regiments with 
experience d officers. lie thought that by advan- 
cing ollicers at present lik the service to Superior 
command inthe new regiments, and promoting the 
officers Jeft in the old regiments, the object might 
be well attained. 

Mr. CASS deseribed the uniform practice in the 
army. He wished no restriction placed on the 
President. 

Mr. DAYTON had asked whether it was not 
better to advance ¢ Xpertern ed otficers than toe cut 
out high oMeers from the mas - tle contessed he 
had ho disposition to increase the } uronage o© any 
Executive. Let Imiportant othees be tilled by mien 
Who were known tor he Conmetent, 

Mr. HOUS LON had, asa member of the Mtht- 
tary Comniittee, concurred most fully m the view 
taken of this subject by the majority of that com- 
mittee. He regarded the matter not merely in its 
reference to the present condition of the army of 
the United States, but also of its prospective con- 
dition, and the whol®some order of appointni rt 
and promotion in the line of the army. He could 
not conceive how any important or desirable object 
could be achieved by restricting the a spointments 
and promotions in the army to any class of indi- 
viduals, either civilians or ‘officers. The officers 
of the army had entered the service fully aware of 
the regulations with revard to pl motion, and had 
no cause of complaint so lone 


not interfered with. 
ee 


as their rights were 
It was not with the design ef 
overslauching” the officers now in the service 
that the amendment had been submitted to the 
consideration of that honorable body. It was, on 
the contrary, for the purpose of securing to them 
their peculiar rights and privile ves. Che addition 
of anew regiment did not at all conflict with the 
existing rights of officers already in the service 
The extension did not involve any derangement of 
the system. The officers were restored or regis- 
tered according to the date of their commission, 
and their promotion was not at all affected by the 
augmentation of the army in the creation of new 
regiments. If the President were restricted to the 
line of the army, such inconvenience would result. 
For the coloneley, lieutenant-coloneley, and ma- 
jority, there would be at least three hundred appli- 
cations from the army. [A voice: * five thou- 
sand.’*] This great inconvenience would result: 
only three could be appointed, and two hundred 
and ninety seven would be disappointed—of course 
bringing down on the President’s head two hun 
dred and ninety-seven curses. He desired to sce 
the honorable posts of the new regiments thrown 
open toall. There was less science than was ven- 
erally imagined necessary to make a good officer 
The materiel of the good officer, or the good so! 
dier, was in his own bosom. The mechanienl 
part of the profession was easily acquired. A few 
days’ drill conferred that. But discipline was not 
valor; it only gave greater efficiency to valor. To 
the brave man, with the stout heart and sturdy 
arm, whatever his pursuits or profession—to the 
humblest soldier, whose gallantry in the field 
marked him above his fellows—to all who had the 
natural right which bravery and noble daring con 
ferred, he would open wide the door of promotion. 
He was therefore opposed to partial legislation on 
this subject, and would give to the President the 
fullest scope in the appointment of these officers. 

Mr. ARCHER then stated that, if the motion 
to reconsider were successful, he would move to 
amend the amendment by extending the appoint- 
ing power over all the corps of the army. 

The question on the reconsideration was then 
taken by yeas and nays, with the following re- 
sult: 

YEAS—Mesers. Archer, Barrow, Berrien, T. Clayton, 
Corwin, Crittenden, Davis, Dayton, Evans, Huntington. Jar- 
nagin, Johnson of Maryland, Johnson of Louisiana, Man- 


gum, Miller, Morehead, Pearce, Simmons, Upham, Webster, 
Westcott, and Woodbridge—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Ashley, Atchison, Atherton, Bar- 
by, Benton, Breese, Cameron, Cass, Chalmers, Colquitt, 
Dix, Houston, Jenness, Niles, Pennybacker, Rusk, Sevier, 
Speight, Sturgeon, Turney, and Yulee—22. 


A tie vote. 
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The Presipent voted in the negative, and so the 
motion to reconsider was rejected, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


The Senate then resumed the consideration of 
the Indian appropriation bill, as in committee of 
the whole; which, after discussion and amendment, 
was reported back to the Senate, the amendments 
concurred in, and the bill ordered to a third read- 
ly. 
On motion, it was 

Resolved, That, when the Senate adjourn, it be 
to Mond iy next, 

Mr. YULEE moved that the Senate should con- 
elder the bill introduced by Mr. Breese, to strike 
out the proviso in the naval appropriation bill for 
1836, which limits the naval service to 7,500; which 
motion was not agreed to. 


The Senate then adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Mripay, Way 15, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and ap- 
rroved. 

Vir. Mcls AY moved that the Llouse resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Us 
Mr. DANIEL moved that the House proceed 


to the reeular orders 


bent. 


of the day, being the consid- 
private cal ndar, 

The Speaker put tie question first on the latter 
motion. 

Mr. DELANO rose and asked leave to make a 
pe mpal explanation, 


Mr. REUBEN CHAPMAN objected. We had 


eration of the 


had enough of this thing, (he said,) and he gave 
notice that from this ime forth he would object to 
the consumption of the public time in these per- 
sonal miatter In a recent case, on his own side 


of the House, he had objected, but ineffectually. 
The SPEAKER said the question must first be 
taken on the motion to proceed to the consideration 
of the private calendar. 

And the question being taken, the vote stood— 
ayes 73, noes 3k, 

; So the [louse determine d to procee d to the con- 
siderauon of the private calc ndar. 
THE FORTIFICATION BILL. 

Mr. KENNEDY, from the Committee on En- 
rolled Bill 3, repor ed correct the bill making ap- 
propriations for certain fortifications in the United 
States The Speaker signed the bill. 

Mir. DELANO renewed his motion for leave to 
make a personal ¢ xplanation. 

Mr. HOPKINS, and other members, objected. 

Mr. W. HU N'T moved a suspension of the rules. 

The SPEAKER the motion was not in 
order. 

Some conversation followed, on the pointof order, 
between Mr. TIBBATTS and the SPEAKER. 

After which, the motion to suspend the rules 
Was entertained. 

Mr. GORDON asked the yeas and nays; which 
were orde re d. 

Mr. DELANO said he did not wish to consume 
the time of the House in taking the yeas and nays. 
He had risen, not for the purpose of altercation, but 
of explanation. He did not, therefore, wish to 

ress his request. 

Mr. DOUGLASS said, after the statement made 
by the gentleman, it seemed to him that no mem- 


said 


ber would object to his making a personal ex- 
planation. 
PRIVATE. 

The House took up the private calendar. 

‘The first bill in order was the bill (on the Speak- 
er’s table) for the relief of Larkin Smith, which 
had heretofore been reported from the Committee 
of the Whole, with a recommendation that it do 

ot 

The House concurred in the recommendation. 

So the bill was rejected. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS. 

Mr. BARKLEY MARTIN now moved that 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. DeLano] have leave 
to make a personal explanation. 

Objection was made, 

Mr. MARTIN moved a suspension of the rules; 


and two-thirds having voted in the affirmative, the 
rules were suspended. 


Mr. DELANO then 


wMISS, 


his 


returned 


rose, and 


_'THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


thanks to the House for their courtesy in granting 
the leave requested. 

As preliminary, he asked that an extract from 
the report of a speech made by his colleague, [Mr. 
‘TuurMAN,] in reply to the speech previously made 
by Mr. D., be read; and it was read accordingly. 

Mr. D. then went on to observe, that the whole 
scope of the gentleman’s argument had been calcu- 
lated to place him in a false position before his 
constituents, his State, and the country at large. 
The gentleman’s speech was calculated, if not in- 
tended, to put him in a position similar to that of 
the old Federal party in 1812, °13, and °14; as not 
only being opposed to the war with Mexico, but 
also to the means of carrying it on after it was de- 
clared. Such a representation of the sentiments he 
had expressed was most unqualifiedly without any 
foundation in truth. All gentlemen who had been 
present, and had done him the honor to listen to 
what he had said, would, he was sure, do him the 
justice to bear witness that, although he had, in 
strong terms, expressed his disbelief of, and oppo- 
sition to, the declaration that a war existed by the 
act of Mexico; and also that he thought the Presi- 
dent was cuilty of a violation of the Constitution 
in the manner in which he had brought the warupon 
the country; yet that he was ready to lend the 
Government all the means the y desired to enable 
them to prosecute it with vieor, and maintain the 
honor of the country. Whoever imputed to him 
an unwillingness to vote the supplies to carry on 
this war, placed him in a false position, and did 
him an act of gross injustice, to which he should 
not submit, either here or elsewhere. He appealed 
to all gentlemen round him to say whether what 
he had now stated was not in substance correct. 

But it was proper that he should go a little fur- 
ther, and notice some parts of the report of the 
gentleman’s speech somewhat more in detail. 

The gentleman had said that Mr. D. had de- 
Mr. D. 
positively contradicted the correctness of this as- 
sertion. He had not said that this was a demo- 

war. He denied it utterly; it was an effort 
to commit him to a declaration that he had never 
made, and thus to place him ina false position. 
He had said that it was a ** Presidential’? war—a 
war commenced by the President in an unconsti- 
tutional manner, and by illegal means; and he de- 
nounced it as such; but he had not said it wasa 
democratic war, and he did not believe the Demo- 
cratic party would sanction and approve the means 
by which the war had been produced. 

Again, the gentleman had represented him as, 
denouncing this war as a war ** against Omnipo- 
tence.”? Mr. D. had said no such thing, nor any- 
thing equivalent to it. All that the gentleman had 
adduced under this charge, applied [to what Mr. 
D. had said in relation to the allowance of ten dol- 
lurs a month to the volunteers, because they would 
he called, in the discharge of their duty, to encoun- 
ter, not only the dangers and hardships of war, 
but also a climate to which northern constitutions 
were not accustomed, and which was of fatal effect 
upon them. All that part of the gentleman’s rep- 
resentation was without even a shadow of truth. 

Again, the gentleman had said that Mr. D. 
charged the advocates of war with ** going for 
their country, ‘right or wrong;’ and even being 
willing to fieht for it.’ 

Mr. THURMAN here explained. The report 
was, in that part of it incorrect. He had not 
made any such charge. His language had been 
misunderstood by the reporter. 

Mr. DELANO resumed. What he had said 
was, that he himself was prepared to go for his 
country, right or wrong, now that war had been 
commenced; and he would readily vote whatever 
was necessary to maintain its honor in the prose- 
eution of the war, and bring it to a speedy, suc- 
cessful, and honorable termination. : 


nounced this war as a **demoeratic’’ war. 


cratic 


Mr. D. did not wish a controversy with any 
rentleman, and least of all with a colleague; but 
he would not submit to such gross misrepresenta- 
tion even from that gentleman. He had had lan- 
enage put into his mouth which he had never used. 
He made this denial both in justice to himself and 
to his constituents. 

The charge that he had imitated the language of 
the Federal papers was unworthy of his notice. He 
never had read one of those papers, though he 
presumed he might have done so with advantage 
to himself. At the time the extracts read by the 
gentleman were published, Mr. D. had been too , 
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young to take any part in political affairs. Like 
the gentleman himself, (he presumed,) he ha: 
that time been in the arms of his mother, wearine 
red stockings, and calling for milk when he was 


l at 


hungry. His was not an ancestry to teach him thy 
principles of Federalism. It was Democrati , of 
the oldest school, and of the strictest sect. 

He had now stated, substantially, all he meayt 
to say; and he thanked the House for its courtesy 
in allowing him an opportunity to put himself richt 
before his constituents and the country. 

Mr. THURMAN, in reply, said that before » 
member undertook to form a judgment that he had 
been purposely misrepresented by another, and 
particularly a colleague, it was but courteous, to 
say nothing of justice, to first inquire of the latter, 
if present, whether the remarks in which the sup- 
posed misrepresentation exists, were correctly re- 
ported. This (said Mr. THurman) the member 
from the Mount Vernon district [Mr. Detayo} 
has not seen fit to do; but, apparently going on the 
hypothesis that the report of my remarks is cor 
rect, he, without inquiry into its correctness, says 
that he will not be misrepresented here or else- 
where. It is true that he does not charge me with 
wi/fully misrepresenting him; but he repels what he 
calls misrepresentations, and speaks about “here or 
elsewhere.’ Now, in the first place, (said Mr. 
‘T'HURMAN,) in reference to the gentleman’s “here 
and elsewhere,’’ I have to tell him that he will find 
me quite ready to meet any responsibility to which 
he may see fit to hold me, here, or elsewhere, for 
what I have said. But, (continued Mr. T.,) neithe: 
will I be misrepresented. My colleague says that 
the scope of my remarks is to identify him [Mr. D.] 
with the peace party of the late war, and represent 
him as opposed to providing means for carrying on 
the present contest. Now, sir, I charged him with 
no such thing as an unwillineness to provide means 
to carry on the war. I did not say or intimal 
that he was unwilling to vote the necessary meatis 
to prosecute the war. On the contrary, | repeated 
his language, that he was “for his country right o; 
wrong.’’? But what I did say, and what I still say, 
and what I shall continue to say, is, that he has a 
strange way of supporting his country ‘right or 
wrong.’’ Jt is a strange way to support one’s 
country right or wrong, to declare, after war has 
berun, when it exists both in law and in fact, that 
the war is aggressive, unholy, unrighteous, and 
damnable on the part of the Government of that 
country; that on that Government rests its respon- 
sibility and its wrongfulness. It is a strange way to 
support one’s country, right or wrong, in a war, to 
tax one’s imagination to the utmost to depict the 
disastrous consequences of the contest; to dwell on 
what it has already cost and what it will cost in 
future; to depict her troops prostrated by diseas: 
and dying with pestilence; in a word, to destroy, as 
far as possible, the moral force of the Government 
in the struggle, and hold it up to its own people and 
the world, as the aggressor that merits their con- 
demnation. It was for this that I arraigned my col- 
league, and that lL intend to arraign him. It was 
because his remarks, so far as they could have any 
influence, were evidently calculated to depress the 
spirits of his own countrymen, to lessen the moral 
force of his own Government, and to inspire with 
confidence and hope the enemies of his country. 

[Mr. Deano here rose, and was understood to 
say, ‘* What chance had I, under the gag-rule, to 
express my views before war was declared ?’) 

Mr. T. in continuation. The responsibility of 
the gag-rule does not rest on me. But if the gen- 
tleman had no opportunity to express his views 
before the recognition of the war, after the war was 
declared to exist he had better left them unex- 
pressed. He had better have done, as others did, 
say nothing at all, if what he had to say was cal 
culated to injure his country. 

In the next place, my colleague says that he did 
not say that the war was a democratic war. Well, 
sir, he may not have used that precise word, but he 
certainly was understood as substantially charging 
it on the Democratic party. He assuredly did hold 
the Administration responsible for it. He assured- 
ly did call ita presidential war. He assuredly did 
charge, indirectly if not directly, that it was inten¢- 
ed for the conquest of California. And if this is 


not making the Democratic party—that party to 
which the President owes his election—that party 
that is responsible for the Administration, answer- 
able for the war, pray what more is necessary 1 
make it answerable ? 
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Thirdly. My colleague says that he did not say 
that the war is a war against Omnipotence, nor did 
he use any terms equivalent to that. Well, sir, 
what | have to say on that matter ts this: L came 
into the House while my colleague was speaking. 
He was perhaps halt through his speech when I 
entered the Hall. Lconsequently heard but the lat- 
ter half of it. When he closed, the gentleman from 
Ilinois, behind me, {Mr, Dougvass,] took the floor, 
and replied tohim. In that reply | understood him 
to attribute to my colleague the above remark, 1, 
of course, supposed that he had used it, and I be- 
lieve it was the impression in the Hall that he had 
dove so. I supposed that he had made it in the 
part of his speech that I had not heard, or that, if 
made after | entered the Hall, it had escaped my 
notice. ‘The next day, just as | Was rising to speak, 
it oceurred to me that, as T had not heard the re- 
mark myself, | would inquire of some one who had 
heard the whole of my colleague’s speech, whether 
he had made it. I made the inquiry of the gente- 
man from New York, on the other side of the 
House, who was sitting by my side. He answered 
that he had distinctly understoed my colleague to 
use the remark. 

Mr. DELANO. Why did you not inquire of 


mer 

Mr. THURMAN. Because you were not in 
the House. 

Mr. DELANO. I was at my room. 

Mr. THURMAN. It was not my place to hunt 
youup. You were understood to have made the 
remark, I heard no doubt expressed about it. You 
certainly did say that the war was * unholy,”’ 
“unrighteous,” and *damnable.’? What room 
was there for me to doubt?) What was there to 
even suggest a doubt in my mind? 

\iv. DOUGLASS said that his friend from Ohio 
(Mr. Tuurman] was under a slight mistake as to 
the use of one word which he attributed to his 
(Mr. 'T.’s] colleague, [Mr. Denano.] The lan- 
guage Which he (Mr. Dovetass) had attributed to 
Mr. Deano, and that, too, with a certain knowl- 
edge of its accuracy, was that ** the war in which 
we are now engaged was an unholy, unrighteous, 
and damnable war.’? The gentleman [Mr. Det- 
sno] did use these terms several times in the course 
of his speech. When I spoke of the opponents of 
our country in this war having designated it as a 
war against ‘* Omnipotence,” I had reference more 
especially to the gentleman’s colleague over the 
way, [Mr. Gippinés,] although it might have been 
used by others. Probably 1 was not precise in 
clearly designating to whom I referred. 

Mr. THURMAN (resuming.) I certainly un- 
derstood the gentleman from Illinois as referring 
to my colleague from the Mount Vernon district, 
{Mr. Detano.] It was to him that he was reply- 
ing. He designated no other person. My other 
colleague [Mr. Grppin@s] had not, so far as iknow, 
spoken on the bill under consideration. I had no 
idea that he was referred to. But, sir, whether 
there is a mistake or not about the use of the 
exptession ** war against Omnipotence,” whether 
those who understood my colleague from Mount 
Vernon to employ that expression understood him 
correctly or not, there is one thing about which 
there is no mistake, and that is, that he denounced 
the existing war as an ‘unholy, unrighteous, and 
damnable war.’’ These terms he did use, and 
these terms he did repeat; and now I leave it to all, 
whether they are or are not ‘ equivalent”’ to the 
expression about Omnipotence. If this war is 
“unholy, unrighteous, and damnable,”’ let my 
colleague explain how it is that it is not a war 
against Omnipotence, as much as any human war- 
‘we can be said to be against Omnipotence. What 
would be a war against Omnipotence, if an ‘ un- 
oly, unrighteous, and damnable war’”’ is not? 


Mr. DELANO rose and read a short extract | 
from the report of Mr. TTHurman’s remarks in the | 


Intelligencer, in which the words ‘‘ Democratic 
war,’ “war against Omnipotence,’’ &c., were 
marked with inverted commas, as quotations. 

Mr. THURMAN (resuming.) That report was 
notmade by me. Ihave had nothing to do with 
it, and never saw it until this morning, when I 
found it in the Intelligencer. It is in the main, 
however, correct. There are some errors in it, it 
is true; but my only surprise is, that there were no 
more, interwoven, as my remarks were, with the 
extracts referred to in the report. One of these 
errors my colleague has alluded to. It consists in 
making me represent that he had brought it as a 


charge against the advocates of the war, that they 
went for their country right or wrong, and were 
ready to fight for it. This is an entire misappre- 
hension of my remarks. What I said was, that 
my colleague had stated that, as war now existed, 
he was for his country, right or wrong, and that 
he would fight for it; and then I went on to show 
what a strange way he had of going for his coun- 
try, right or wrong—what a singular mode it was 
of supporting her in a war, to bring against the 
war nearly all the charges that were brought by 
the peace party Federalists against the last war; to 
denounce it as an unrighteous, unholy, and dam- 
nable war; to hold up our Government to the eyes 
of the world as the aggressor in the conflict; to 
charge it with motives of conquest and aggraudize- 
ment; to parade and portray in the darkest colors 
all the horrors of war; to dwell upon its costs, de- 
pict its calamities, and represent the theatre of ac- 
tion not as a field of manly strife, where the cause 
of the soldier’s fall is found in his honorable 
wounds, but as a scene of disease, and suffering, 
and death, where pestilence is likely to achieve for 
our foes, what their valor and arms could never 
etlect. 

Lastly, my colleague says that I have charged 
him with looking into the old Federal newspapers 
to find arguments against the present war. Now, 
sir, | expressly stated that | did not know that he 
had ever seen the papers referred to. Lexpressly 
said that I would not charge him with copying 
from them, for I did not know that he had ever 
seen them. And this, sir, appears in the very re- 
port of my remarks from which the gentleman 
read. And yet he complains of injustice in this 
particular. ‘The similarity of the old Federal 
charges against the last war, and my colleague’s 
charges against the present war, was striking 
enough, it is true, and I remarked on it, as I had 
aright to do; but [I did not charge him with being 
a copyist of those old charges. ‘The very report 
from which he has read shows this. 

Mr. T. next alluded to a remark of Mr. Dera- 
wo’s, in reference to ‘Federal ancestry,” and 
asked if his (Mr. T.’s) ancestors were referred 
to? 

Mr. DELANO. Not at all. I only meant to 
be understood as saying that none of my ancestors 
were Federalists. 

Mr. THURMAN. 
far as I know. 

Mr. T. concluded by saying that there was no 
member of that House who would be more un- 
willing to misrepresent another than he was. That 
he had never wilfully misrepresented any man. 
That he desired to neither misrepresent nor be mis- 
represented. ‘That for what he might at any time 
really say, he would be found responsible. All 
that he asked was, that it might be first under- 
stood what he did say, and upon what grounds he 
said it. 


Nor were any of mine, so 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The House resumed the consideration of busi- 
ness on the private calendar. 

The bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the schoc ‘er Tancred coming up on the question 
of engrossment, 

Mr. DANIEL opposed the bill, and said that, 
as there were several bills of the same character 
pending before the House, now, that there seemed 
to be a pretty full House, he would call for the 
yeas and nays. A similar bill had passed last Sat- 
urday, and the yeas and nays were taken, but it 
was so thin a vote, that he did not conceive the 
question, or the principle involved in the bill, by 
any means settled. 

Mr. DANIEL P. KING corrected several errors 
of fact which, he said, the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. Dantex] had fallen into. The prin- 
ciple involved in the bill had often been contested 


| in Congress, and the decision had been invariably 


in favor of the allowance of such claims. The 
number of special acts passed by Congress for 
cases precisely similar was very large. ‘The de- 
cision last week had not been by a close vote ora 
thin House. The bill had been elaborately de- 
bated, was well understood, and had been under 
consideration several days. The yeas and nays 
were taken on its passage, and there were seventy 
odd votes in favor to forty odd againstit. This 
was neither a thin House nor aclose vote. He 
had no fear of the result on the present bill, and 
hoped the question would at once be taken. 
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* to vote on the passage of the bill, 


The previous question was moved and seconded, 
and the main question was ordered to be now put. 

And the main question was taken by yeas and 
nays; that is, on the engrossment and third read- 
ing of the bill, and there were— 

Por the CUMTOORINENY 6 <6 6s cs sic ie wsic ee 

PM. a eve Sena beh ee keene 

So the bill was ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. DANIEL then moved a call of the House, 
for the purpose of having every member present 
Negatived: 
ayes 58, noes 71. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. GRINNELL said a few words in explana- 
tion of some fact connected with the fisheries; after 
which the question ‘Shall the bill pass?"? was 
taken by yeas and nays, and decided as follows: 

lor the passave of the bill...... 


85 
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And so the bill was passed and sent to the Sen- 
ate for concurrence. 

DEFICIENCIES OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of J. K. Walker, 
sq., his Private Secretary, informing the House 
that the President had approved and signed the 
joint resolution to correct a clerical error in the bill 
making appropriations to supply certain deficien- 
cies of appropriations for the current fiscal year, 


THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. 
Foor, of Vermont, in the chair.) 

The following bills were taken up, considered, 
and laid aside, to be reported to the Llouse: 

A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the schooner “ Florilla.”’ 

A bill for the relief of the owners and crew of 
the schooner * Elenrietta.’’ 

A bill for the relief of Alborne Allen, (after a 
brief explanation by Mr. Darga.) 

A bill for the relief of J e WwW. Nye, assienee of 
Peter Bagby, jr., (after a brief explanation by Mr. 
A. D. Sims.) 

The bill directing the mode of settlement of the 
accounts of Thomas ap Catesby Jones, coming up, 

Mr. G. DAVIS moved an amendment, directing 
the Secretary of State, under the direction of the 
President, to settle and adjust the claims of Ben- 
jamin S. Green, Chargé d’Afiaires to Mexico, and 
of W. B. Blackford, (to Venezuela,) on principles 
of justice and of equity 

Some discussion followed, in which Messrs. CG. 
DAVIS, PETTIT, (in inquiry,) BAYLY, DAR- 
RAGH, G.S. HOUSTON, C.J. INGERSOLL, 
A. D. SIMS, PRESTON KING, S. JONES, J.J. 
McDOWELL,GROVER,JACOBTHOMPSON, 
CONSTABLE, and A. JOHNSON, (in lniquiry 
and explanation,) took part. é 

‘The question was then taken on the amendment, 


, and no quorum voted, (but a quorum was ascer- 


tained to be present.) 

Afier a few further remarks from Messrs. JA- 
COB THOMPSON, COBB, and RHETT, 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to amend the amend- 
ment, by limiting the sum to be paid in either case 
to $2,250. 

After a few words from Mr. RHETT, 

The question was taken, and the vote stood— 
ayes 57, noes 74. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. G. 8S. HOUSTON moved to amend the 
amendment, by confining the payment to the infit 
allowed by law. Rejected. ‘ 

The question was then taken on the amendment 
moved by Mr. GARRETT DAVIS, and no quo- 
rum voted. 

Mr. CULLOM moved that the committee rise. 

Again no quorum voted. 

So the committee rose and reported the fact. 


Mr. DANIEL moved a call of the House. 


MOUNTED RIFLEMEN. 

A message was received from the Senate, by A. 
Dickens, Esq., Secretary, informing the House that 
the Senate had disagreed to the amendment of the 
House to the bill providing for the organization of 
a regiment of mounted riflemen, and to establish 
military posts on the route to Oregon. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to take up the bill. 


Mr. DAVIS moved that the House go into com- 
mittee. 
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A motion was made that the House adjourn, 
which motion was rejected; but no quorum voted. 

Mr. J. H. EWIUING indicated again the motion 
made Vv Vly G. Davis. 

Vr. S. JONES moved that there be a call of the 
House 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and the vote 
stood—yeas 44, nays 125. 

So a call of the LLouse was refused, but a liberal 
quoruin Wies pre elt. 

Mr. SEABORN JONES moved an adjourn- 


ment Nevatived 

And the tlouse resumed its session in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, (Mr. Foor in the chair,) and 
again proceeded to the consideration of the amend- 
ment providing for the claims of B. E. Green and 
William M. Blackford. 

Mr. HARALSON moved that the committe: 
rise, for the purpose of taking upin the House and 


disposing of the messavze of the Senate on the bill 
to provide for raising a reciment of mounted rifle- 
re Neratived 

‘| question recurred on the amendment moved 


by Mr. Grarrerr Davis. 

Mr. HAMLIUN moved to add to the amendment 
the followimg proviso: 

Provided, ‘That the sums so paid shall not ex- 
ceed the pay of a chargé d’afiaires during the time 
suid 1. k. Green and William M. Blackford were 
emploved, 

t, and the Chairman an- 
nounced that the ayes had it, and that the proviso 
was nereed to 

A Indy. D \\ IS and several other members call- 


ed for a division. 


Lh question Was pi 


And after some conversation between the Chair 
and members as to whether the division could be 
hed after the decision was announced— 

‘The CHLALR was about to take the question 
arain: when 

Vir. TLAMLIN rose and explained, and advo- 
cated hii proviso. 

Mr. BAYLY opposed it, 

Mir. COBB sugested to Mr. Hamutn to modify 
his provise to read as follows: 

Provided, Th it uch a | rmwance shall not exceed 
ithe amount whieh has heretofore been allowed to 
others in similar cases. 

Mir. HAMLIN said if Mr. C. would limit the 
allowance to Mr. Green to $1,000, he would ac- 
eept it. 

Vir. GORDON opposed the claim of Mr. Green. 

And the question was again taken on Mr. Ham- 
LIN’S proviso, On whicha quoruin did not vote. 

The committee then rose and reported the fact. 

[During the debate nothing was said on the 
claim of Mr. Blackford; the opposition was en- 
tirely confined to that of Mr. Green. | 

And the House adjourned till to-morrow. 
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The Journal of yesterday, after being partially 
rend wa ipproved, 


ATTENDANCE OF MEMBERS. 


Mr. DANIEL asked leave to offer the following 
to be added to the standing rules of the House: 

Resolved, That the followine be one of the stand- 
ing rules of this House: ** Whenever a question is 
‘taken in Committee of the Whole House, and a 
‘quorum does not vote, the chairman, before enter- 
‘taining any motion to rise, shall state the question 
‘and direct the Clerk to call over the roll of mem- 
‘bers, and the members called shall answer ay or 
‘no,and the vote thus taken shall decide the ques- 
‘ tion in committee as the yeas or nays prevail; and 
‘it shall be the duty of the Clerk torthwith to re- 
* port a certified list of the absentees upon any such 
‘call to the Speaker, who shall deduct from the 
‘nay of each the sum of eight dollars for each time 
‘his name was not answered to upon such cail, 


‘unless he make it appear to the satisfacuion of 


‘the Speaker that he was absent from the city, or 


‘ detained from his seat by the indisposition of him- 
‘self or family.”’ , 

Oimections were made, 

Mr. D. moved to suspend the rules for its recep- 
tion, and asked the yeas and nays thereon. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and, being 
taken, resulted yeas 72, nays 70—as follows: 


Y EAS—Messrs. Abbott, Stephen Adams, Ashmun, Baker, 
Barringer, Baviy, Bell, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowlin, Wil- 
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liam G. Brown, Jobo G. Chapman, Chase, Clarke, Cocke, 
Cranston, Crozier, Culver, Daniel, Dargan, Dixon, Erd- 
man, Faran, Foot, Graham, Grinnell, Grover, Hambin, 
Hampton, Haralson, Harper, Hopkins, George S. Houston, 
Samuel D. Hubbard, Washington Hunt, George W. Jones, 
Kennedy, Leake, La Sere, Lewis, Levin, Ligon, McClean. 
MeCielland, MeClernand, Melivaine, MeKay, Barkicy Mar- 
tin, Morris, Owen, Ramsey, Rathbun, Ritter, Julius Rock- 
well, Jolin A. Rockwell, Scammon, Seaman, Alexander D. 
Sime, Leonard H. Sims, Truman Smith, Thomas Smith, 
Stanton, St. John, Thomasson, Tibbatts, Trumbo, Went 
worth, Williams, Woodward, and Young—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anderson, Benton, James Black, Boyd, 
Burt, John H. Campbell, Carroll, Cobb, Collin, Delano, 
De Mott, Dobbin, Dromgvole, Dunlap, Edsall, John H. 
Ewing, Ficklin, Foster, Garvin, Giddings, Giles, Gordon, 
Goader, Hough, John W. Houston, Hudson, Hungerford, 
James B. Hunt, Charles J. Ingersoll, James U1. Johnson, 
Preston King, Thomas Butler King, Leib, Maclay, Joseph 
J. McDowell, Marsh, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Moulton, 
Norris, Parrish, Perry, Pettit, Ph ips, Price, Reid, Relfe, 
Rhett, Runk, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Schenck, Seddon, Sev- 
erance, Aibert Smith, Strotun, Strong, Thibodeaux, Ben- 
Jamia Tinmnpson, Jacob Thompson, Toomb., Towns, 
Vance, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, Wood, Woodworth, 
Wright, and Yell—70 

So two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended. 

MOUNTED RIFLEMEN. 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the 
following amendment, which it bad formerly made 
to the Ist section of the bill entitled *“*An act to 
provide for raising a regiment of mounted rifle- 
men, and establishing military stations on the route 
to Oregon:”’ 

Provided, Thet all the officers for the aforesaid 
regiment of riflemen shall be selected from the reg- 
ular line of the United States army. 

l’o this the Senate had disagreed, aud returned 
the bill to the House. 

Mr. HARALSON said, as it was desirable that 
this bill should be disposed of as speedily as possi- 
bie, he would move that the House recede from its 
amendment to the bill; and on this motion he de- 
manded the previous question. 

Mr. RA‘THBUN and Mr. EWING demanded 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered, and, being 
taken, resulted, yeas 96, nays 69, as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Stephen Adams, Atkinson, Bayly, Bell, 
Benton, Bigzs, James Black, James A. Black, Bowlin, 
Boyd, Witham G. Brown, Burt, Catheart, Caase, Chipman, 
Coub, Colin, Cullom, Cummuns, Daniel, Dargan, De Mout, 
Dobbin, Dromgooie, Dunlap, Ed-ali, Edswo:th, Erdman, 
Faran, Ficklin, Po.ter, Garvin, Giles, Gordon, Haral-on, 
Hopkins, Hough, George 8. Houston, Edmund W, Hubara, 
Hungeriord, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Lagersoll, 
Joseph Johuson, Kennedy, Preston King, Lawrence, Leake, 
Leib, La Sere, Levin, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, MeClean, 
McClelland, McC’ernaand, Joseph J. MeDowell, James Me- 
Dowell, McKay, John P. Martian, Barkley Martin, Morris, 
Moulton, Owen, Parrish, Payne, Perrill, Pettity Phelps, Price, 
Reid, Relic, Rhett, Ritter, Roberts, Sawtelle, Sawyer, 
Scainmon, Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Leonard H. Sims, 
Taomas Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, 
Sirong, Jacob Tiompson, Tibbatts, Towns, Truabo, Went- 
worth, Wick, Williams, Woodward, Woodworth, and Yeil 


—95. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, Barringer, 
Brodhead, William W. Campbell, John H. Campieil, Car- 
roil, Join G. Chapman, Angu-tus A. Chapman, Clarke, 
Cocke, Crozier, Culver, Garreit Davis, Delano, Dixon, 
Dockery, Jolin H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Giddings, Graham, 
Grider, Grinnell, Grover, Hamlin, Hampton, Harper, Hil- 
liard, Elias B. Holmes, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hub- 
bard, Hudson, Wasiington Hunt, James H. Johnson, An- 
drew Jobn-on, Thomas Butler King, Lewis, MeGauguey, 
Mefivaine, Marsh, Miller, Morse, Moseley, Norris, Perry, 
Ramsey, Rathbun, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, 
Runk, Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Truman Smith, Albert 
South, Stewart, St. John, Strom, Thibodeaux, Thomasson, 
seujamin Thompson, Vance, Wheaton, White, Winthrop, 
and Young—t9. 

So the House agreed to recede from its amend- 
ment to the bill of the Senate, and the bill was 
massed. 

Mr. HARALSON moved to reconsider the vote 
just taken, and on that demanded the previous 
question. 

‘The demand for the previous question was sec- 
onded, the main question was ordered, and, being 
taken, was decided in the negative. 

So the House refused to reconsider. 

THE REVENUE SERVICE. 

Mr. T. B. KING asked the unanimous consent 
of the House to offer the following resolution, 
which was read for information: 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he is hereby, directed to send to this House 
a statement of the number of vessels employed in 
the revenue service, their tonnage and armament, 
respectively; the number, pay, grade, and rations 
of the officers, with the date of their commissions; 
the number, pay, and rations of petty or forward 
office rs; the number, pay, and ralions ot seamen 
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and other persons employed on board of said yes. 
sels; and also the annual cost of that branch of the 
revenue service. 


No objection being made, the resolution was re- 
ceived, and the question being taken, was decided 
in the aflirmative. 

So the resolution was arreed to. 


Mr. DANIEL moved that the House resolye 
itself into Committee of the Whole Honse on 4) 
consideration of private bills, but waived the nio 
tion for the present at the request of 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL, who asked leave to 
offer a resolution for the printing of ten thousand 
extra copies of the President’s message in reference 
to our relations with Mexico. 

Mr. STEPHEN ADAMS and others objected 

Mr. INGERSOLL moved to suspend the rules 
for the reception. 

The question was taken, (tellers having been 
ordered at the call of Mr. Ratupun,) and decided 
in the affirmative—ayes 92, noes 45. 

So the rules were suspended, and the resolution 
was received, 

The question then being on agreeing to the reso 
lution, Mr. ADAMS asked the yeas and nays, 
which were refused. " 

Mr. RATHBUN moved to amend, so as to re- 
duce the number of copies to 3,000. 

Mr. DANIEL moved the previous question, 
which was seconded, and the main question oy 
dered. 

The question was taken first on the higher num 
ber; and while the House was dividing— 

Mr. G.S. HOUSTON moved to lay the whole 
subject on the table. 

The tellers not having yet made their report 
to the Speaker, and it not yet having been an- 
nounced to the House— 

The SPEAKER propounded the question on the 
motion to lay on the table. 

After some conversation as to whether the motion 
to lay on the table was in order while the House 
were dividine— 

Mr. HOUSTON (having ascertained that a ma- 
jority of the House had voted for the printing) 
withdrew his motion. 

The SPEAKER then announced the vote as fo!- 
lows: ayes 72, noes 50. 

So 10,000 copies were ordered to be printed. 

ACCOUNTS OF DIPLOMATIC AGENTS. 

Mr. BRODHEAD, by leave, offered the resolu- 
tion, which, in a modified form, may be found be- 
low. 

After some conversation between Messrs. AD 
AMS, BRODHEAD, and HOUSTON, 

The resolution, as modified at the suggestion of 
Mr. ADAMS, was agreed to in the following 
form: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he 
is hereby, directed to communicate to this House 
the sums of money which have been paid to Ben- 
jamin 8S. Green and William B. Blackford, as sec- 
retaries of lezation, chargés des affaires, or bearers 
of despatches, stating the time that each was in the 
diplomatic service, and in what capacity. And 
also tv communicate copies of all bills or accounts 
on file in the State Department, which either may 
have presented for expenses or services rendered 
the Government—specifying the items of account 
objected to by the department. 

PRIVATE BILLS. 

On motion of Mr. DANIEL, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole, (Mr. Foot im 
the chair,) and resumed the consideration of the 
private calendar. HEP AT Ras : 

The bill pending was a bill directing the move 
of settlement of the account of Thomas ap Catesby 
Jones, with an amendment thereto of Mr. G. Da- 
vis, of Kentucky. 

Mr. DAVIS withdrew the amendment. 

Mr. BAYLY briefly explained and advocated 
the bill. 

Mr. RATHBUN moved an amendment appro- 
priating the sum of $1,501 78, in full of the balan e 
of his account, (in lieu of authorizing the settle: 
ment thereof by the Secretary of the Dreasury, 
‘on the principles of justice and equity.” ) 

Mr. SAWYER opposed the bill. , 

Mr. BAYLY brielly replied, and further eu- 
forced it, 


The question being taken, the amendment ol 


Mr. Rarupun was agreed to. 
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“Mr, SAWYER moved that the bill be laid 
aside, to be reported with a recommendation that 
SIGG, 
it do not pass. ’ = 

Rejected—ayes 36, noes 75. 

The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 


The following bills were severally considered, | 


and were laid aside to be reported.“ 
" 4 bill for the relief of Nathan Smith, Charles 
K. Smith, et al. 

A joint resolution for the relief of Seth M. Lea- 
yenworth. 

The bill for the relief of Philip B. Holmes and 
William Pedrick, on motion of Mr. HUNGER- 
FORD, was laid aside, with a recommendation 
that it do not pass. 


The bill for the relief of the heirs of Dr. John 


Gray, deceased, being under consideration— 

Mr. DANLEL opposed the bill. 

Mr. LIGON advocated it. 

/4 message was received from the President of 
the United States, by the hands of J. K. Walker, 
sq., his Private Secretary, informing the House 
that he had this day approved and signed the bill 
making appropriations for certain fortifications of 
the United States for the year ending 30th June, 

347.] 
The debate was further continued by Mr. JOHN 
G. CHAPMAN and Mr. GILES in favor, and by 
Mr. GROVER in opposition to the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be laid aside, 
to be reported with the recommendation that it be 
rejected; and on that motion demanded tellers; 
which were ordered. 

Mr. BOWLIN further opposed, and 

Mr. J. A. ROCKWELL advocated the bill. 

‘The quesuon was taken on the motion of Mr. 
Danien; and the vote stood—ayes 40, noes 66; no 
quoram voung. 

The Chairman counted the committee, and found 
a quorum present, bs , 

‘The quesuon was again taken, and decided in the 
negative—ayes 44, noes 80. 

So the committee refused to recommend the re- 
iection of the bill. 

" ‘The bill was then laid aside to be reported. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Captain William Smallwood ‘Villard being under 
cousideratlon— 

he report was read, and also (at the request of 
Mr. HluNGeRFORD) an adverse report on the same 
case, of a previous Congress. 

Mr. GORDON opposed the bill. 

Mr. LIGON advocated it. 

‘The debate was further continued by Mr. RAM- 
SEY and Mr. McGAUGHEY. 

Mr. GORDON moved that the bill be laid aside, 
with arecommendation that it be rejected. Agreed 
to. 

On motion of Mr. JAMES A. BLACK, the res- 
olution for the relief of Peter Gorman (for the 
building of the road from the Capitol to the Navy 
lard) was taken up. 

Mr. BLACK briefly advocated it. 

Mr. GORDON called for the reading of the re- 
port; which was read. 

The bul was laid aside to be reported. 

On motion, the committee rose, and reported the 
above several bills to the House. 

And the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &c. 


lhe following petitions and memorials were pre- | 


sented under the rule, and referred to the appro- 
priate committees: 

By Mr. BRINKERHOFF: The petition of Purdy Mell- 
‘tule, praying tor compensation as late register of the iand 
(Mice at Marion, Ohio. 

by Mc. TIBBATYTS: The petition of the chairman and 
Wustees of the Tennessee institution for the instruction of 
the blind, praying an appropriation to found a national li- 


brary tor the blind: referred to the Committee of tie Whole | 


on t € state of the Union. 
Be, Mr. MOSELEY: The remonstrance of farmers of 
county, New York, against renewing the paieut of 


Jethro Wood to his representatives. 


he ‘Vil county, Ulinois, for a mail-route from Cass, via Bar- 


a Corner, Du Page Forks, and Vermont Setilement, to 

Ofiee tihinois ; referred to the Committee ou the Post 

ook taki Post Roads. Also, the petition of 167 citizens 

ties : J leg il voters of Bureau county, ilinois, for the elec- 

ar . Pri std nt and Vice President by a direct vote of the 
we: reterred to the Committee ou the Judiciary. 

a " Mr. R. SMITH: The petition of Alexander Wilson, 
“ition county, Ulinois, who lost his right arm at the 


“houlder joint, in the service of the United States during | 


by Me. WENTWORTH: Tre petition of sundry citizens | 


the war with Great Britain, praying an increase of his pen 
sion: referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. A. JOHNSON: The memorial of W. H. Wells 
prajing the Congress of the United States to grant him 169 
acres of land: which was referred to the Committee on Pri- 
vaie land claims, 

By Mr. DELANO: The remonstrance of 15 citizens of 
Ohio against a renewal of the patent for making Jethro 
Wood's cast iron plough-points. 

} _ By Mr. RAMSEY: ‘The remonstrance of Thomas C. Wil- 

|) liams, John Beadle, and one hundred others, citizens of 
Sehuylkill county, Pennsylvania, engaged in the coal trade, 
remonstrating against any change in the tariil laws now ina 
foree. 

By Mr. HAMPTON: Tie memorial of Fayette Pierson 
and twenty-six other citizens of the State of Peansylvania, 
respectfully urging upon Congress the earlie-t favorable ac- 
tion upon the bill designating the Commonwealth of Penn- 
sylvania as the most ceniral aud suitabie posiion for one 
of the national foundries for the manutacture of cannon and 
projectiles in the United States: referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAMPTON: The petition of John LL Adams, of 
the county of Camden, New Jersey, asking Congress to ex- 
tend, for his relief, his patents for his new and usetul plan 
of flattening cylinder window glass: referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 

By Mr. JAMES BLACK: Tie petition of the heirs and 
legal representatives of Licut. Robert Allison, asking relief: 
referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. J. P. MARTIN: The petition of sundry citizens of 
Kentucky, praying an appropriation for the improvement of 
the Cumberiand river: referred to the Committee ou Roads 
and Canais. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The remonstrance of Samuel J. Potts, 
William M. Hainbridge, and fifty others, citizens of Schuyl 
kill county, Pennsylvania, engaged in mining and trading 
in coal, remonstrating against any change in tie tariff laws 
now in force. 
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Mr. CORWIN presented the memorial of Jose- 
phine Nourse, widow of Benjamin |’. Nourse, de- 
ceased, late an assistant surgeon in the United 
States army, praying a pension; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Military Aifairs. 

Mr. STURGEON presented seven petitions of 
citizens of Pennsylvania, praying the adoption of 
measures for the abolition of slavery in the United 
States; the motion to receive which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. WESTCOTT presented the petition of 
Thomas H. Duval, praying compensation for his 
services as clerk of the superior court of Leon 
county, in the middle district of the ‘Territory of 
Florida, prior to the admission of that State ito 
the Union; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
memorial of C. Alexander and T’. Barnard, pray- 
ing indemnity for loss sustained by them in conse- 
quence of a violation on the part of the United 
States of their contract for executing the printing 
of the Navy Department, which was referred to 
the Committee of Claims. 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of increasing the number of general and staff offi- 
cers in the army of the United States; and also to 
inquire into the expediency of making further pro- 
visions to promote the efliciency of the volunteer 
force authorized by law. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported a bill to remit the duties which have ac- 
erued upon the importation of railroad iron in cer- 
tain cases; which was read, and passed to the sec- 
ond reading. 

Mr. LEWIS, from the Committee on Finance, 
reported, without amendment, the House bill 
making appropriations for the service of the Post 
| Office Department for the year ending June 30th, 
1847. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, from the Com- 


| 


| mittee of Claims, reported a joint resolution for 


the relief of Lewis G. De Russey; which was read 
a first and second time, considered as in commit- 
tee of the whole, reported back to the Senate, and 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, by 
unanimous consent, ‘The joint resolution was then 
read a third time and passed. 

Mr. BENTON moved that 1,000 extra copies 
of the proceedings of the court of inquiry in the 
ease of Major Ripley, be printed for the use of the 
Senate; which motion was agreed to. 
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INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS. 


The bill making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of the Lndian department, 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with the va- 
rious Indian tribes, for the year ending June 30th, 
1847, was taken up, and, atter the insertion of an 
appropriation of $3,000, moved by Mr. Sevier, for 
the purpose of carrying into eflect a treaty now 
pending, was read a third time and passed, 

{A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, announcing that said House had 
receded from their amendment to the bill to raise a 
reciment of mounted riflemen. 

Several messages In writing were received from 
the President of the United States. | 


THE 
Mr. YULEE moved that the Senate proceed to 


NAVAL SERVICE. 


| the consideration of the bill to repeal a part of the 


act making appropriations for the naval service for 
the year ending June 30, 1846; which motion was 
avret d to. 

The bill was then considered as in committee of 
the whole, reported back to the Senate without 
amendment, and ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was immediately 
read a third ume and passed. F 
SUSPENDED PRE-EMPTION CLAIMS. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, moved that the 
Senate resume the consideration of the bill pro- 
viding for the setilement of all suspended pre 
ermption claims in the several States and ‘Terri- 
tories; Which motion was aereed to. 

‘The Senate resumed, as in committee of the 
whole, the consideration of the above bill, when 

Mr. HUNTINGTON submitted afew remarks 
against the bill in the form re ported by the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. . 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, followed in sup- 
port of the bill; and, ufter some convers ation 
between the above gentlemen and Senators CAI 
HOUN and JOHNSON of Maryland, and the 
adoption of sundry amendments, ; 

Mr. SPEIGHT called for the reading of the bill 
as amended; which was ordered. ; 

After some further remarks by Mr. 8. to the 
effect that he had no objection to the bill, provided 
it gave his patent to the poor man who had paid 
for it, it was reported back to the Senate, as amend- 
ed, the amendinents concurred in, and the bill wis 
ordered to a third reading. 

Mr. DAYTON moved to take up the bill for 
the transportation of the United States mail from 
the Atlantic seaboard, through the Isthmus of 
Panama and along the northeast coast of’ America, 
to Oregon, &c., reported from the Committee on 
Post Otiices and Post Roads, with a view to recom- 
mit the same. ‘The motion was acreed to. 

Mr. DAYTON observed that his attention had 
recently been called to the communication which 
accompanied the report and formed part of it. He 
did not desire to convey any censure upon the 
honorable Senator who made the report, more than 
he assumed for himseif as a member of the com- 
mittee; but the communication in question had not 
been examined by the committee, and, he supposed, 
had not been examined carefully by the Senator 
himself, otnerwise he was certain he would not 
have suffered it to form a part of the report; for 
it really had nothing to do with the subject-matter 
of the call for information made by the committee. 
He did not complain of the report itself, though he 
had not been able to concur in all its speculations 
and results; but, for the purpose of apprizing the 
Senate of the character of the communication ac- 
companying it, and as a warning against inatten- 
tion and carelessness hereafter in the publication 
of such communications, he begged leave to sub- 
mit a few extracts, which he would read without 
comment. He regretted that such a production 
should be permitted to go forth to the world under 
the quasi endorsement of the Senate. It was high- 
ly discreditable to the body as well as to the com- 
mittee of which he was a member. His object in 
referring the matter back to the committee was, 
that the committee might have an opportunity of 
retracing their steps, or at least of dispensing with 
that part of the report which consisted of the com- 
munication in quesuon. 

Mr. D. then read various extracts from the re- 


port and the communication accompanying it, as 
follows: 
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THE CONG 


‘The committee present the result of their inquiries, to- | 


gether with Uie correspondence hereuntoa mered and made 
part of this report, with a hope thatit will not be uninte:est- 
ing lo the Benate or to the American people.”’ 

* GeoonaPay ano Posirioxn or Oneoon,—Oregon is in 
shape au irregular rhomboid, turned towards the west. ‘The 
parallel of 42° norih latitude torns the souchern, and 54° 40 


the northern base. Between these parallels the dividing 


nage of he Rocky Mountains forms the eastern side, and th 
ragged coast of the Paciiec, including the adjacent i-lands, 
the Weetera side.’ 


Poliowimg erratic courses, but isolated by the mountains, 
ire tue Evbe, the Tagus, and other rivers of the Baluc, the 
busine, the Adantic, and the Mediterranean. Desecuding 
jrom Common radiant points, and diverging every Way fou 
one anuihor, bO lutercounmunication eXisis between the 
rivers of Lurop:, nor have art aud commerce united so 
many smal Vaheys remotely isolated by impenetrab.e bas 
ries Henee upon each river is located a distuct people, 
trom @U the rest io language, babits, and iutorest.. 


diuerntug 


The lit wory of the HALOS IS A story Ol peip tual War aud 
mutual extermination. In these re pect-, A ia diliers in 
nothing from Barop From the central barrier of the 
Mim Jdayas rin Ure jour great rivers of China, and di- charge 


tics ly lowards tue 6 suth flow us 
and the Indus; towards 
of the Caspian; and north, turough Si 
nyrver f the ret magnitud 


Growru OF AMERICA 


Uuder Lae thei elu. 
ive if Cochin China, the Gange 
the weat, Lie fivess 
-The American 


PROGRESSIVE 


people lay durtag two centunmes, grown trom vowing to 
1H OII000 poopie Lueir annua production reaches #1 ,o0U 
00; thot manne 18 the most complete, powertul, aud 

ii nt of anyin existence; Uielr commerce, resting exclu 
mavoly oa tue resources of tuew compact and magiaificent 
tornmory, ts the largest in amount, the most Vigorous, caic, 
iad iadestructibl: of any in existence. It bears a very 


toad rate to the pyraund of production On which it rest, 


iid is Capable of uninnited enlargement, withou, endian 
veoring the solbdily {iis now far tov cramped and linited to 
draw off ihe inc. easing surpius Of agricuiture, Tue choking 
o oll markeis, combined witi tae teanog rapidity wita 
viich the agricaltural population absorbs the wilderness, 
parually indicated by the annual sales Of the nauonail do 
bia opera asa double depression upon the vaiue of 
produce, whieh is Continually augmenung 


‘Proutmg the Uyion, on every side, is a vast army of 


pione is 
"a Betore the mmareh of this pioneer army all obstacles must 
suceuunb, It has nover beea known ww stop or to recede ; 
whe ever it eniers i occupi We see couatties more cx 
{ ive than the empires of Alexander or Napoleon overrun 
aod scitied troughoul in the lite of asinele generation. Ob 
tLucltonus disappear belo lis rolling VOoluime 4S Siars are 
vallowed up beneath atuunder-cloud. ‘The inprovidence 
Goveramentio failing to understand its movements and 
provile tor its advanee bas r-peatedly involved the nation. 
Pac Government of the Uniou is no more able to Ue up its 
proge s than itis possible to hold the winds in a net.” 


hour 
j rs conquered and annexed tie 
gio. jous terniory of Texas by tnimortal victones and coiu- 
sumimate nulitary prowe ” 


“CWhil ta po. tion of Mame was sold tor mouey wii 


Gove t d, ihe pione 


* Under Democratic policy a progressive enlargement of 
territory bas taken place, parallel with tie growdh of popu 
lation and the demaad for room. Canada was annexed, but 
not consummated fhe purchase of Louisiana opened an 
uvolimited range to the west ia tue Line of the great bulk of 
progress. ‘Tue tanks of the Mis-issippi have veen secured 
by the a quisition of Florida aud Texas. Oregon remain 
to complete the symmetry of the whole, and give us sixty 


States.” 

* Ja an unhappy hour the Government, miscalculating this 
progressive growth, and taisinfocmed as to Uie agneulurai ox 
eetilence of the groat pour region, UaAWlhely located Upon 
the western border A muluturde d Indians, and 
timed this line impassable to the white man, and tae 


ol lrausport 


ro 
regi i beyond closed to the advancing pioneers. Incessait- 
iy accumulating, Uis chafing multitude, ike an eagle con 
tending with the bars of iis cag?,spread north, and plua 
ging into lowa, ftomented the wars of Blackhawk and the 


Prop iet.”’ 

Wondervul aud incomprehensible spectacle! Whit 
the great proneer army is tuts hol elessly establisbing uow 
nauodns, gasping a continent and throwing Open a new 
ocean, an American Congress and American 
living at home at ease on a iat revenue, are laboring to con 
Vince the world, and believe themselves, tuat the prairics 
are impassable t» their troops, and the ocean and rivcrs to 
theu ring sovereagoaly, yet refusing protection. 
Proving that What women aud chudren iaive persormed by 


slatesinen, 


Sips, a 


their unassisted means is impossible to be attempted by the 
sclect braves, the enormous revenues, and resources ol Wie 
yreat American people. Grand spectacle, prodigious wis 
dom, consummate and brave canton! If, whil-t tus sub 


line scene is enacting at Washington, tea thousand isolated 
Ainericans perish by tue tomahawk, and Oxvegon 18 lost 
thereby, What imperishable glory will surround our states- 
men! 

“ Finally, the great want of the American people ts em- 
ployinent on an immense scale for Uheir industry. Phey took 
towards the Atlantic, and the Jand-cape is everyWiere fl d 
up aad already choke l. They tura tuence towards the Pa 
cific; the horizon is lifted up, and their radiant eyes sweep 
rouod a cireuit everywhere open, unbounded, unoccupied, 
teeming With people in number iafinite, 4a Wants Uuiluuted, 
in genius active, :utelligent, and Commercial.” 

“Jc is across the middie territory of our Union that, in 
lessthan twenty years, Will be seen the European and Asiatic 


railway! [tis the completion of our Union, tre absorption 
ot toe wilds by our agricultural people, the creation Of States 


until hey shall amount in number to sixty, and the symmetry 
ef the whole system be filled out. [tis in pur-wiag an on 
ward, uninterrupted eareer, forever widening and expanding, 
tuattue Union will be sate, and its glory and permanence bx 
confirmed. Shallow men doubt tais, the wise Know its truth, 
for our past career gives it proof,” 

What withholds a new generation of twenty millions, 
With means unlimited, from rushing instantly to the Pacific 
and overflowing it with their commerce? Surely all energy 


| 











has not died with our fathers, nor has the ardor of advance- 
ment become extinct! What to them will be the construc- 
tion of a single railroad of a dozen tracks to span the Rocky 
Mountains in the high road to China? The times for such 
an enterprise have come, the means are in our hands, the 
reward certain, and already awaiting the kindled boldness 
and energy that shall grasp it.” 

* Toe agriculture of America has turned Europe intoa | 
manu acturing laboratory. The polities of America, power- 
ful as ber agriculture, has flashed through European society, | 
and modified its tyrannies. Science, called to the alliance | 
with the arts, has created a new and tremendous power, 
mingling with commerce, politics, in public and domestic | 
lite, guiding, elevating, and controliing the whole economy 
of human affairs. 

* Such is the condition at which we find the world ar- 
rived; such the preparatory school in which inankind has 
po d itself, and a new, young, vigorous nation arisen to 
9+ the heir of a new order of aftuirs about to flash into ex- 
istence, and follow as the corollary of what is now demon- 
strating.’? 

* DIGNITY OF THE AMERICAN Posrrion.—We behold the 
great American Repubiuc become in fact the most powerful 
people among the nations of the earth; her commerce over 
reaching that of Great Britain herseli in every sea, and that 
commerce as yet only ta the sinewy vigor of the infant Her- 
cules. The commerce of England has reached its culmi 
nating era; the vital sap imperceptibly stagnates, retaining 
only te fangous evergeen of the nustletoe, and verging to the 
turning edge, when tollows a headlong decadence. A trem 
ulou-, frettul jealousy, conmuon from the old towards tue 
young, shakes this antique aristocracy. A helpless sense of 
growing decrepitude guaws their vitals. War has prostrated 
France, Holland, and erushed ail other rivals. Suceess in 
crushing by war the conumerce of America is doubtful, and 
a failure ends her own career. In tue natural current of 
things her dvom is certain, and near at hand. War mig it 
precipitate her into headiong and irretrievable disasters. 
America, by the ascending celerity of ber progress, is daily 
placing all Other nations far down the slope below, and 
rendering all rivalry impossible. Before they are aware of 
their feebleness, an unmeasured guif yawns before them, 
not so much trom their slowness, as by the incalculable ra- 
pidity Of our progress. [tis by its own indigenous increase, 
and the ever-invigorating additions of newly reclaimed coun 
tries filled with citizens perfecily free and equal in their 
strengti, that an overwheiming moral power has accrued 
to the embodicd American people. By the Americans thei- 

elves their OWn greatness is not appreciated —to foreigaers 
it is incomprehensible; for, whilst history abounds iu em 
pires won by conquest, no example exists of empires flashing 
up in the wilderness, peopling themselves—rising, as it 
were, in a day, standing up amongst the powerful of the 
carth, and claiming equality with the firstin rank. Thus, 
Whilst peace endures, all other people are rapidly levelling 
down, aud assuming Uheir appropriate gradation in the wake 
of American progress.”? 

“The wealthy citizen of the Atlantic seaboard, intent on 
trade, forever contemplating the ocean in front of him, re- 
fiuing upon the naval armament displayed to alarm him, 
and perpetually exaggerating its magnitude, cheapening the 
power and resources of his own nation, and incessantly tor- 
turing himeeh with imaginary fears of war, devastation, and 
destruction, lives a prey to Promethean anxiety, which never 
sleeps and continually revives. His courage is weak, and 
his timidity forever betraying itself.’ 

** We have lately seen the admirable map and geographi 
eal description of the great Mesopotamia of America, ac- 
comp ished by Mr. Nicollet, in spite of the stingy and parsi- 
monious reluctance of Congress to add to the general iati- 
mate Knowledge of our vacant territory.” 

‘Is the unparalleled agriculture, on which is constructed 
the solid superstructure of the nation, Which generates States 
and furnishes the heaped mass of production about to sub 
due the world, to which commerce and manufactures are 
but as the foliage to the majestic trank—is this alone to be 
forgotten in the general charge, and left to stagger beneath 
unmerited burdens, and the probing goad of ingratitude? 

«But the destiny of our nation has becume now clearly 
revealed, and great events, quickening in the womb of time, 
reflect their clearly-defined shadows into our very eyebails. 
These events are the imperial extension of the Republic 
over the northern continent, and our accession to the com- 
mercial dominion of the Oriental seas. 

* Oh, why does a cold generation frigidly repel ambrosial 
gifts like these, or sacrilegiously hesitate to embrace their 
glowing and resplendent fate ?” 

** Wonderful Government, which deliberates coldly when 
asked to embrace in its arms and gather to its bosom this 
chivalrous scion! Dreadful and dangerous timidity, when 
a great empire of 20,000,000 meditates to make outcasts of its 
heroic chiidren! Sacrilegious and amazing infamy, which 
tampers with so grand a destiny, and ponders on decimating 

o brilliant an empire! And this beneath the aggravating 
and infernal threats of the intolerant hyena of the seas! 

“As the United States possess undoubted sovereignty over 
the whole, whil-t the claun of Engiand is a sham, any com- 
promise involves a certain loss to America, and a certain 
gain to England. To admit the possibility of a compromise, 
inust prove fatal to the possession of Oregon by Americans, 
and will involve concessions certain to engender war. It is 
already clear that the northern portions of Oregon are what 
the American people need, and that territory has already 
boen docked too much in compromise with Russia. At pres- 
em, then, as America has nothing to yield, and England re- 
fuses to yield all, War is the only alternative; any acts of 
sovereignty by either nation, designed to restrain the other, 
must produce open collision.” 


* ECROPEAN JEALOCSY oF AMERICA.—Have we not lately 
seen framed and exploded, under the name of ¢ the quintuple 
treaty,’ a holy allivace of European monarchs, contrived to 
crush Americau commerce, to dictate a piratical maritime 
code to the world, and aimed and barbed to extinguish free- 
dom in its extension? Are not the arrogant threats of Lords 
and Commons to ravish from us our territory by war and 
cannon still reverberating from the British council halls? 
These acts of aggressive intrigue and infernal arrogance 
have just now been perpetrated, and are most recent history. 
At this moment a new plot is under trial, the experimental | 
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| Opening scene of which is being enacted on the La PL 
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| It is the designed and not concealed intention of the if. 


| have spoken may not be thwarted. 


pean tyrannies to carve into convenient morsels. and dish 
up for themselves, this continent of America—to each a 
trencher filled, spiced, and cooked to gorge each particular 
appetite—for Brazil an extended imperial sway; tor France 
a Mexican monarchy ; for Britain more colonial poss: ssious 
tw be annually raked empty with the drag-net of tier etn. 
mercial system.”’ 

‘Is old Europe forever, like a malignant step-h: 
swing to and fro over our heads, and hurl into our tie 
flageliating lash of her malice? Shali the harpy ari: toera- 
cies, filthy and ravenous birds of prey, by divine r.git forever 
hover over our heads and souse down On our Repullic, and 
leave nothing, not even our vacant territory, unrent, wri. 
fled, unravisiied, and unpolluted by the slime of their filthy 
offai ??? 

“The men of these two great enterprises of which we 
The ambition of the 


'g, to 
es the 


| One incarcerates him in the womb of a ship, to pursue over 
| the boundless ocean and through exciting dangers the eap- 


| their wires have done this. 


| rocks, far from the maternal breast? 


ture of the salt-sea monster ; his spoilis biubber; oi illum: 3 
the long night of his home, ivory rolls over the billiard tab'e 
and whalebone bends to the fancies of female taste, and 
rescues the wilderness from savage masters and idle Na- 
ture.’? 

“The American nation is irradical’y planted upon the Pa- 
cific seaboard now at this hour! Our brave eitizens and 
Shall this sinewy child of Ore- 
gon be cast, like Q2dipus in ancient days, to perish on the 
Will not such infan- 
ticide recoil upon the motherland in pestilence and ince-t 
and tragic horrors? Little of danger and alarm has the rapa- 
cious and malignant bostility of Exgiand or mankind in 


| mass, to terrify our hearts, compured with the domestie 


| 


| gon, uncompromised and unimpaired? 


| and bitter hate! 


| hearth bristling with the empoi-oned fangs of ingratitude 


Let no American biunder into this saerile- 
gious sci-sion of the forty-ninth degree. Let the whole 
unanimous nation rise to grapple to us the whole of Ore- 
Witiiout this upper 


| half, our territory is fatally docked, and its syminetry gone. 


“Jn the undine and fluvial regioas of the Iowa Mesopo- 


| tamia; in the grand delta of the concentrated trunk of the 


Mississippi; in the wonderful Piedmont that slopes down 


| from the eastern base of the Rocky Mountains, and accom 


panies them through our whole territory; and, above all, in 


| the sublime expanse of prairie plains around which these 


| which genius would fail worthily to accomplish. 


are gathered, as eagicts to the bosom of their dame, has the 
infinite taste of the Creator grouped in radiant glory the 
softest and most brilliant beauties of his creation. Nor ia 
Joss choice and transecnding sublimity has he piled towards 
heaven the Titanic structures of basalt that tower over our 
west-rn seaboard. 

“To describe in detail this Jast wonderful portion of crea- 
tion, so happi y fond in the possession of the Aincrican peo- 
ple, is an effort which only idle vanity would undertake, and 
For ara le 
agriculture it is unsurpassed; for pustorad agriculture un- 


| equailed; in maritime position transcendent; in mountains 


| 


sublime; in valleys beautiful; everywhere fertile; embra 
cing grand rivers, the noblest forests; and in climate dry, 
temperate, and salubrious. To Know and appreciate the 
wonderful grandeur and value of this new country, is glori- 
ous to the patriotic and sensible. To deny its excell nce 
and traduce its value is the characteristic of a narrow heart 
and a peddjing politician.” 

“Two centuries have rolled over our race upon this con- 
tinent. From nothing we have become 20,000,000. From 
nothing, we are grown to be, in agriculture, in commerce, in 
civilization, and in national strength, the first among nations 
existing Or in history. So much is our destiny so far; up to 
this point transacted, accomplished, certain, and not to be dis- 
puted. From this threshold we read the future. 

“The untransacted destiny of the American people is to 
subdue the continent—to rush over this vast field to the Pa- 
cific Ocean—to animate the many hundred millions of its 
people, and to cheer them upward—to set the principle of 
self-government at work—to agitate these herculean masses 
—to establish a new order in human affairs—to set free the 


| enslaved—to regenerate superannuated nations—to change 


darkness into light—to stir up the sleep of a hundred centu- 
ries—to teach old nations a new civilization—to conform the 
destiny of the human race—to carry the career of mankind 
to its culminating point—to cause stagnant people to be re- 
born—to perfect science—to emblazon history with the con- 
quests of peace—to shed a new and resplendent glory upon 
mankind—to unite the world in oné social family—to dis- 
solve the spell of tyranny and exalt charity—to absolve the 
curse that weighs down humanity, and shed blessings round 
the world. Divine task! immortal mission! Let us tread 
fast and joyfully the open trail before us. Let every Amer- 
ican heart open wide for patriotism to glow undimmed, and 
confide with religious faith in the sublime and prodigious 
destiny of his well-loved country !” 


[During the reading of these extracts the Senate 
was from time to time convulsed with laughter, 
and the galleries absolutely roared with merti- 
ment. ] 


Mr. DAYTON observed that he did not take up 
this report with a view of creating amusement by 
reading it. It was one of those cases in which 
documents get into print with the sanction of the 
Senate, which are lesa to bring discredit upon 
that body. He moved its recommitment. 

Mr. SEMPLE said the honorable Senator from 
New Jersey had amused himself considerably with 
the reading of the communication which formed & 
art of the report, made by the committee of which 
~ was himself a member. The Senator, he be- 
lieved, however, concurred with the report. He 
had heard no objection to it on the part of the hon- 
orable Senator, and he therefore had concluded that 
he agreed with every word of it. 











